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Art. x1. The commentaries of Ceeflar, tranflated inte Englith. 
To which is prefixed, A difcourfe concerning the Roman art ¢ 
war. By William Duncan, profefor of philofophy in the 
univerfity of Aberdeen. Folio. 31. 3s. bound. Dodfley. 


HE work now before us has a double title to a fa- 
vourable reception from the public; having, if we 
- may ufe the expreffion, both external and internal 
merit to recommend it. It is beautifully printed, and richly 
adorned with a variety of fine cuts, the fame, excepting a few 
neceflary alterations, with thofe of dr. Clarke’s edition, which, 
befides their being ornamental, are of great fervice towards a 
due underftanding of the hiftory; the greateft part of them 
being plans of battles, fieges, and incampménts, or reprefen-. 
tations of the fituation and face of the countries in which the 
moft material tranfactions paffed. * 

But befides this, the tranflation, if our judgment does not 
miflead us, is the beft that has yet been given us of this ex- 
cellent claffic. The tranflator has in a great meafure caught 
the fpirit of his author, and, as far as the genius of our lan- 
guage would permit, has preferved Cz/ar’s turn of phrafe and 
expreffion: There is prefixed to it a long difcourfe eoncern- 
ing the Roman art of war; wherein mr. Duncan gives his 
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readers a clear view of the military cuftoms of the Romany, 
fhews himfelf a compleat matter of the fubje&, end thorough. 
ly acquainted with the genius and policy of ancient Rome, 
concerning which he makes feveral very ingenious and juft ob- 
fervations. 

This difcourfe is divided into eight chapters. In the firft of 
which an account is given of the ceremonies that attended the 
declaration of war. hele ceremonies were inftituted by 
Numa Pompilius, a prince of a pacific temper, and, as our au- 
thor obferves, were admirably well contrived, to anfwer his 
great defign of habituating the Romans to peace, and blunting 
the.edge of their martial fury. * For, fays he, as a certain 
{pace of time was neceflarily to intervene, between the injury 
received and the commencing of huitilities; this left room 
for reafon and reflexion, and gaye tiem an opportunity of 
weighing maturely all the confequences of the ftep they 
were about to take. The imprecations too to be denounced 
by the herald againft himfelf and country, if he advanced 
any thing contrary to truth, would naturally make them 
very cautious in their demands, and extremely attentive to 
the equity and juftice of them. Add to all this, the great. 
probability of adjufting matters amicably, and obtaining a 
reafonable fatisfaction, which cannot by any means be ex- 
pected, where the parties fly immediately to arms, and by 
mutwal acts of hoftility exafperate gne another. One would 
think that a ftate, under the check of fo many reftraints 
againft oppreflion, could not eafily break out into violent or 
unjuft wars, Accordingly we find not only the ancient hif- 
torians, but even many modern writers of name and repu- 
tation, extolling the moderation and difintereftednefs of the 
Roman ; their faith in treaties ; ; {teddy adherence to their 
allies ; and care to have equity on their fide in all their un- 
dertakings, It is however, methinks, a fufficien:ly obvious 
reflexion. that a people, who by degrees accomplifhed the 
conqueft of the umverfe, and forced all nations to fubmit to 
their dominion, muft in many inftances have been the ag- 
greflors. For although, in the firft beginning of their ftate; 
they- were perhaps often unjyitly attacked by their neigh- 
bours, gut of envy and jealoufy ; yet it is certain, that their 
power at laft became fo very formidable, that no nation 
was willing to enter the lifts with them. We fiad, them 
not withitanding {till pufhing on their conquefis, ftill en- 
gage ->d in new wars, and extending the limits of their em- 
pire. Now both seafon and experience tell us, that, in 
a cantroverfy between ftates of unequal ftrength, the 
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‘ weaker will fubmit to many infults and hardfhips, rather 
‘ than draw upon themfelves a war, which they forefee muft 
‘ end in the fubverfion of their liberties. And indeed, if we 
‘ examine narrowly into the condué of the Romans, we fhall 
‘ find, that their reputation of juftice is owing rather to an exact 
‘ obfervance of certain outward forms, and the partiality of 
¢ their hiftorians, than any fteddy adherence to the principles of 
‘ equity. For as their power and dominion increafed, and 
‘ they became confcious of their fuperiority, they readily 
‘ gave way to the dictates of ambition, and were never at a 
‘ lofs in contriving fome ground of quarrel with thofe na- 
‘ tions, whom in their plan of univerfal conqueft, they had 
‘ refolved to bring next under fubjection. But as all their 
‘ attempts of this kind were preceded by complaints of inju- 
‘ ries received, pretended grievances, and formal declarations 
‘ of war; this gave a colour of juftice to their undertakings, 
‘ and effeCtually deceived the people; who, convinced that 
‘ they had equity on their fide, followed their generals with 
« an aflured confidence, imagining themfelvcs under the im- 
‘ mediate protection of the gods. Add to this, that the hif- 
‘ torians, partly mifled by the fame notions, partly through 
‘ a national and almoft unavoidable partiality, have vied with 
© one another in extolling the equity and moderation of the 
‘ Romans, and varnifhing over fuch parts of their behaviour, 
‘ as feemed moft liable to exception. The merit of thefe 
‘ writers, and the veneration paid them by fucceeding ages, 
‘ have given a kind of fanétion and authority to their opi- 
‘ nions. It looks like prefumption to contradict authors of fo 
* eftablifhed a reputation: and being accuftomed to admire 
‘ them from our infancy, we are eafily led to believe, that 
‘ we cannot do better than blindly give into their fentiments. 
‘ It is only upon this principle I am able to excufe fome late 
‘ writers of great name, who, in treating of the Roman com- 
* monwealth, have not fcrupled to adopt the prejudices of 
* the ancient hiftorians, and reprefent that people as patterns 
* of equity and juftice in all their proceedings.’ 

Nothing being of greater importance in hiftory, than to 
form a right judgment of events and their caufes, and to pe- 
netrate into the real characters of ftates and nations, our in- 
genious author takes occafion in this place to lay before 
his readers a particular account of the wars between the Re- 
mans and Carthaginians; whereby it clearly appears what 
credit is due to the pompous accounts we meet with in 
hiftorians, of the fincerity and inviolable juftice of the Ro- 
mans. After fhewing, by a detail of facts, that in all the 
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Punic wars the Romars were the aggrefiors, and that, in the 
two laft efpecially, they forced the Carthaginians into them, 
by the moft flagrant acts of injuftice ; he proceeds to account, 
for their preferving, in fome meafure, the reputation of juf- 
tice and equity, notwithftanding their oppreffive condudt. 
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‘ Tt muft indeed be owned, fays he, that it required no 
{mall art and policy, fo to involve and intangle themfelves 
with all the nations of the then known world, that they 
could at pleafure find fome {pecious pretence of quarrel, 
when their intereft required them to break with any ftate. 
This gave a colour of juftice to all their undertakings, in- 
fpired their armies with aflurance and confidence, iuviolae 
bly attached to them their old friends, and procured them 
new allies at pleafure. And, as it feems to have been one 
of their mafter-ftrokes in politics, and the principal engine 
by which they pufhed on their conquefts, it may not be 
amifs to give the reader fome little infight into their artful 
conduét in this refpect, that he may the better comprehend 
the motives and tendency of it. 

‘ Although I cannot bring myfelf to think, with fome mo- 
dern writers of pretended depth and penetration, that Numa 
Pompitius had a political view, in the feveral religious regue 
lations he eftablifhed at Rome; yet Iam ready enough to 
allow, that many of his inftitutions were afterwards, by the 
prudent management of the fenate, converted into maxims 
of ftate, and rendered very ferviceable in the adminiftrar 
tion of the government. Of this nature particularly were 
the ceremonies relating to the declaration of war. Nothing 
is af greater confequence to an ambitious republic, which 
aims at univerfal dominion, and a gradual fubje@tion of all 
nations, than to prevent fuch a general confederacy againft 
her, as might not only put a itop to her conquefts, but 
even threaten her in her turn with deftru@tion. This: the 
fenate effected by their fingular addrefs and conduét, in the 
feveral wars in which they were engaged: for they always 
found means to colour them over with fuch a fpecious pre- 
tence of juftice, as gave no umbrage to the neighbouring 
ftates, nor begot any jealoufy of a power, which feemed to 
have nothing in view, but the redrefling its own wrongs, 
or thofe of other nations im alliance with it. That 
trong bent towards religion, and the worthip of the gods, 
which Numa introduced among the people, and which the 
fenate carefully cherifhed for many generations, helped 
greatly to forward this perfuafion. Men were not apt to 
diftruft a religious republic, where virtye was held in ho- 
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nour, and vice of every kind difcountenanced. Let me 
add, that in the early ages of the ftate, this was more than 
mere pretence. They were really diftinguifhed by their 
probity, by a fteddy adherence to juftice, and a faithful ob- 
fervance of treaties. Moft of their wars were defenfive, 
or undertaken for the fake of their allies. And tho’ in after- 
times, in proportion as their power increafed, they gave 
way to the di&tates of ambition, and became lefs {crupulous 
in their conduct: yet as they never departed from thofe out- 
ward obfervances, by which the appearance of juftice is 
maintained ; and took care to fignalize themfelves from time 
to time, by fuch particular inftances of moderation, as could 
not fail to make a deep impreffion ; their reputation for 
equity and good faith continued {till the fame. 

‘ Obferve, I befeech you, the different fentiments enter- 
tained of the Romans and Carthaginians, at the time of the 
rupture between the two ftates. The Romans, tho’ they 
had gradually fubjeéted all the nations of Jtaly, and raifed 
themfelves to a very formidable pitch of greatnefs, were yet 
fo far from being confidered as an ambitious republic, againft 
which it was neceflary for other ftates to be upon their 
guard, that the fame of their virtue and juftice feems at this 
time to have been at the higheft; infomuch that foreign na- 
tions, inftead of dreading their power, courted their alliance 
and amity. It was otherwife with the Carthaginians. They 
had been lefs careful to conceal their ambition, or cover 
their breach of treattes under a pretence of injuries. Hence 
their defigns became fufpeéted, all their actions were viewed 
in the worft light, and the general prejudice againft them 
was fo ftrong, that every thing laid to their chafge by their 
enemies found a ready belief. By this means it happened, 
that tho’ in the interval between the firft and fecond Punic 
wars, the Romans afted without the leaft regard to juftice 
and the faith of treaties, yet very little notice was taken of 
the complaints of the Carthaginians: and when, in confe- 
quence of repeated infults and provocations, they were at 
laft obliged to have recourfe to arms, the whole blame of 
the war, though fo manifeftly flowing from the injurious be- 
haviour of the Romans, was neverthelefs charged upon the. 
perfidy of the Carthaginians. 

* After the entire conqueft of /ta/y, and the reduction of 
the greateft part of Sicily in the firlt Punic war, it required 


* amore refined policy in the Romans to extend the limits of 
* their empire, and at the fame time keep up the reputation 
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with thofe nations, which it was their intereft- to attack; 
and therefore could not eafily provoke them to fuch aéts of 
hoftility, as might juftify a declaration of war. And fhould 
they, upon flight pretences, tranfport an army out of their 
own territories, to fail upon a diftant prince ; the defign of 
conqueft would be vifible, and beget a general alarm. Be- 
fides, their power was become fo very formidable, that fo- 
reign ftates did not_care to contend with them, and there- 
fore induftrioufly avoided giving them any juft ground of 
complaint. In this fituation they took upon themfelves the 
title of patrons and protectors of all nations; and, by con- 
tracting alliances with weaker ftates, found means to fall 
upon the ftronger at pleafure, without feeming themfelves to 
have any particular intereft in the quarrel. It was upon this 
principle that they attached themfelves to the Saguntines and 
fEtolians, which afterwards furnifhed them with fuch a plau- 
fible colour for the Carthaginian and Macedonian wars. To 
know the.full reach and valve of this policy, we need only 
reflect, that though the fecond Punic war was unexception- 
ably juft on the part of the Carthaginians ; yet the Romans, 
by diverting the attention of the public frem the ufurpation 
ot Sardinia, and fixing it upon the fate of Saguntum, threw 
the whole odium of that war upon their adverfaries, whilft 
themfelves were confidered as a humane, generous people, 
actuated merely by a concern for their allies. 

* And here it is particularly deferving of our notice, that, 
amongft the many wars in which they were engaged after 
the conclufion of that with Z7amnibal, we hardly meet with 
any that can be deemed'perfonal. It was always, at leaft in 
appearance, to fupport the caufe of fome of their allies, or 
prevent their being crufhed by a powerful neighbour. One 
would be apt to think, that they had it not fo much in view 
to aggrandize themlelves, as to prevent the growth of any 
dangerous power, from which weaker ftates might be ex- 
pofed to fuffer. Upon the conclufion of the firft AZaced)- 
nian war, they proclaimed liberty to all the ftates of Greece. 
This a&tion, fo magnificent in appearance, was in reality a 
refined f{troke of policy. The Greeks were a warlike people, 
well difciplined, and capable of bringing great armies into 
the field. Had they fufpected the Romans of a defign upon 
their liberties, and united in their own defence, they mutt 
have been invincible. But this feeming grant of freedom 
effeQtually lulled them afleep; and by the artful conduct of 
the Romans, gave birth to infinite divifions among them; 
which ending commonly in an appeal to Rome, furnifhed 
* the 
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the fenate with frequent opportunities of taking part in their 
quarrels. Thus they infenlibly grew to be rulers and dic- 
tators over them, and by flow imperceptible fteps aecom- 
plithed their tabjection. 

+ Their ambafiadors to foreign princes, and fuch as had not 
yet felt the weight of their power, commonly delivered 
themfelves in fucn a haughty magitterial way, as could not 
fail to draw upon them fome indignity or iil treatment, and 
thereby furnifh a fure pretence of war, when the intereft of 
the commonwealth rendered fuch a ftep neceflary. If a 
people at any time had given them umbrage, and aiterwards 
repenting of their rafhnefs, furrendered up the principal of- 


‘fenders; they would often refufe to punith them, chufing 


rather to confider the whole nation as guilty, and referve 
to themfelves an ufeful vengeance. When they faw two 
nations engaged in war, although they were not in alliance, 
nor had any conteft with either of them, they would never- 
thelefs appear upon the ftage of aétion, and affected always 
to fide with the weakeft. It was an ancient cuftem, fays 
Dionyfius of Halicarnaffus, for the Romans to grant fuccour 
to all who came to implore it. if princes of the fame 
blood were at variance for the crown, they feldom failed to 
make themfelves parties in the difpute ; and if one of them 
was a minor, declared in his tavour, proclaiming themfelves 
his guardians, in quality of protectors of the world. When 
fubjeéts, opprefied and tyrannifed over by their fovereigns, 
were provoked to renounce their allegiance, they immedi- 
ately indulged them the title of ally, declaring themfelves 
the profeficd enemies of tyranny and lawlefs power. 
‘ Thefe are the arts and policies by which the Romans fo 
entangled themfelves with all nations, that they could with 
pleafure engage in a war with any ftate, and colour it over 
with fuch an appearance of juftice, as not only prevented 
any general confederacy again{t them, but even warmly en- 
gaged their allies in the {upport of their ufurpations. Nor 
were they lefs politic in the choice of their wars, and in the 
manner of conducting and bringing them toa period. For 
as their power was very formidable, and they had contrived 
to draw many nations over to their intereft ; whatever {tate 
took up arms againtt them, found it impoffible to make any 
long refiftance, and was in the end forced to accept of fuch 
conditions of peace as they thought fit to propofe. For this 
reafon war was feldom declared againft them ; but them- 
felves always made it, at a feafon, with a people, and in 
fuch amanner, as beft fuited their intereft, If they were 
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oppofed by feveral enemies at the fame time, they granted 
a truce to the weakeft, who thought themfelves happy in 
obtaining it; confidering it as a great advantage, that their 
ruin was at leaft fufpended. “They never engaged in far- 
diftant wars, till they had firft made an alliance with fome 
power contiguous to the enemy they invaded, who might 
unite his troops to the army they fent: and as this was ne- 
ver confiderable with regard to numbers, they always had 
another in that province which lay neareft the enemy, and 
a third in Rome, ever ready to march at a minute’s warn- 
ing. In this manner they hazarded but a {mall part of their 
forces at once, and found it eafy to repair any lofs they 
might fuftain, whilft their enemy was often ruined bya 
fingle battle. It was this confideration that infpired Han- 
nibal with the refolution of attacking them in /ta/y itfelf, 
the center of their dominions. He was fenfible that a blow 
ftruck there, muft effectually weaken them: whereas dif- 
tant defeats, fo long as the capital remained unmolefted, and 
was at liberty to fend a frefh fupply of troops to recruit the 
army, were properly fpeaking, little other than fo many lef- 
fons of prudence to their generals, who foon found them- 
felves in a condition to renew the war, with greater forces, 
and more circumfpection. Accordingly we find, that when 
the fame Hanntbal afterwards oftered his fervice to Antio- 
chus, in his intended war again{t the Romans, there was no 
principle he inculcated more earneftly, than the neceffity of 
fending an army into /taly, and cutting them off from thofe 
continual refources, by which in any other method of attack 
they found themfelves invincible. 

‘ But nothing gives us a greater idea of the addrefs and 
policy of this people, than the manner in which they ter- 
minated their wars, when they had at laft brought them to 
the point they defired. ‘They fent the garrifons out of the 
ftrong-holds ; had the horfes and elephants delivered up to them; 
and, if their enemies were powerful at fea, obliged them tq burn 
their fhips, and fometimes remove higher up in the country. 
If the prince they had overcome was poflefled of numerous 
armies, and furrounded with warlike nations, one of the ar- 
ticles of the treaty was, that he fhould not make war with 
any of the allies of the Romans, but fubmit his differences 
to arbitration. And as they never refufed their alliance to 
any people who bordered on a powerful prince, this condi- 
tion inferted in a treaty of peace, cut him off from all op- 
portunity of making war, or employing his troops, and 
thereby deprived him of a military power for the time to 
* come 5 
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© come; nay, they even bereaved their very allies of this 
‘ force. The inftant any conteft broke out amongft them, 
« they fent ambafladors, who obliged them to conclude a 
‘ peace. It was in this manner they terminated the wars be- 
‘ tween 4ttalus and Prvfias: and whoever is in the leaft ac- 
¢ quainted with their hiftory, muft be fenfible, that they all 
¢ along adhered to this policy. The refult was, that they a- 
‘ Jone were poffefled of warlike and veteran armies, whilft 
‘« thofe of other nations degenerated into a raw unpractifed 
¢ rabble. When any ftate compofed too formidable a body 
‘ from its fituation or union, they never failed to divide it. 
¢ The republic of A:hata was formed by an aflociation of free 
‘ cities. The fenate declared, that every city fhould be go- 
¢ yverned by its own laws, independent on the general autho- 
¢ rity. Macedonia was furrounded with inacceflible moun- 
¢ tains. The fenate divided it into four parts; declared thofe 
¢ free; prohibited them every kind of alliance among them- 
‘ felves by marriage ; carried off all the nobles into /ta/y, and 
¢ by that means reduced this power to nothing. 
© Thefe cuftoms of the Romans were not certain particulat 
¢ incidents which happened by chance ; but fo many invaria- 
‘ ble principles, from which, in a long courfe of years, they 
© never deviated. “Lhe maxims which they put in practice 
¢ againft the greateft monarchs, were exactly*the fame with 
‘ thofe they had employed in their infant ftate, againft the 
© little cities which ftood round them. They made Eumenes 
* and Mafinijfa contribute to the fubjeétion of Philip and An- 
© tiochus, as they had before employed the Latins and Her- 
‘ nici, to fubdue the Volfcians and the Tufcans. They ob- 
* liged the Carthaginians, and the kings of A/a, to furrender 
* their fleets to them, in like manner as they had forced the 
* citizens of Antium to give up their little veffels. And in- 
* deed it is furprifing to confider, that, during the courfe of 
* that long and mighty profperity which attended the Reman 
* arms, and in which it is fo ufual for mankind to forget 
themfelves, the fenate continued to aét all atong with the 
* fame depth of judgment, and the fame fteddy views to the 
* public intereft. They were not dazzled by their good fortune, 
* nor moved to precipitate their enterprizes before the proper 
* feafon. Obferve, I intreat you, the wifdom and policy of 
* their condué&. After the defeat of Antiochus, they were 
* poffefled of Africa, Afia, and Greece, without having a fingle 
* city in thofe countries that could be called immediately their 
“own. They feemed to conquer with no other view but to 
* beftow: but chen they obtained fo compleat a fovercignty, 
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‘ that whenever they engaged in war with any prince, they 
© opprefled him, as it were, with the weight of the whole uni- 
‘ verfe. The time proper for feizing upon the conquered 
* countries, was not yetcome. Had the Romans kept the 
© cities they took from Philip, the Greeks would have feen at 
* once into their defigns. Had they, after the fecond Punic 
© war, or that with Antiochus, pofleffed themfelves of lands in 
« Africa and in Afia, they could never have preferved con- 
© quefts fo flightly eftablifhed. It was the intereft of the fe- 
“ nate to wait till all nations were accuftomed to obey as free 
¢ and as confederate, and to let them blend ahd lofe them- 
‘ felves infenfibly in the Roman commonwealth, before they 
‘ fhould attempt reducing them to the condition of fubjecis, 
© After overcoming a nation, they contented themfelves with 
‘ weakening it, and impofing fuch conditions as confumed it 
© infenfibly. [fit recovered, they deprefied it ftili more, and 
¢ it became fubject, without a poffibility of dating the zra of 
© its fubjeflion. This was indeed a flow way of conquering, 
* but founded in the deepeft policy. Rome, by a fteddy ad- 
© herence to thefe maxims, gradually increafed in ftrength ; 
‘ and, having at length got the better of all oppofition, fe- 
* curely took “pofleffion of the fovereignty of the univerfe.’ 
After this clear and diftinét account of the manner in 
which the Romans profecuted their fchemes of ambition, our 
author proceeds, in tle fecond chapter, to treat of their man- 
ner of levying troops, and forming an army. Having ex- 
plained how their armies were formed, and the different de- 
grees of rank and military fervice that prevailed in them, he 
takes occafion to ceniider particularly wherein their ftrength 
confifted ; and to what they were indebted for that fuperiority 
which rendered them victorious over the troops of ail other 
natiens. And here he is naturally led to confider the form 
and ftructure of the Roman legion, the quality of the troops 
of which it was compofed, and the advantages arifing from the 
equal diftribution of lands: but what chiefly contributed to the 
{trength and greatnefs of the Roman armies, he obferves, was 
the cuflom eitablifhed by Romulus, of incorporating the van- 
quifhed nations, and admitting them to the privileges of citi- 
zens. By this means the forces of the ftate increafed with 
their territories ; and the conquered provinces were fo far from 
being an incumbrance upon them, by exhaufting their ftrength 
in guards and garrifons, that, on the contrary, they became 
real parts of the commonwealth, and contributed greatly to 
her power, by augmenting her revenues, and adding to the 
number of her fubjects, ; 
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In the third chapter he gives an account of the arms and 
difcipline of the Romans, and points out their excellency over 
thofe of other nations. In the fourth he confiders thofe in- 
{titations and maxims of conduct which chiefly contributed to 
exalt the courage of the Romans, and animate their bravery. 
He afcribes that ncble fpirit which we fo much admire in theic 
armies, to thofe admirable principles on which their common- 
wealth was founded, and to the fucceflion of great men that 
for feveral ages prevailed in it, and who fupported, invigo- 
rated, and frem time to time gave new life to the fundamen- 
tal principles of the conftitution. Of all the principles of the 
Roman polity, none feems to have taken deeper root, than 
the fear of the gods, and a veneration for religion. This, 
at firft fight, may not be thought fo immediately to concern a 
martial people ; but our author obferves, that, if we examine 
the effect of it upon their armies, and the many valuable pur- 
pofes it was made to ferve in war, we fhall have reafon 
to conclude, that, of all their inftitutions, not one contribut- 
ed more to the grandeur of the ftate. Hence it was, he tells 
us, that the military-oath was held fo facred among the troops, 
and became an inviolable bond of fidelity and fubjeGtion. The 
foldiers, however difpleafed and enraged, did not dare to quit 
their generals, fo long as this tie was fuppofed to remain ia 
force: nay, fo very tender and fcrupulous were they, thar, 
even in their greateft impatience to be difcharged, they would 
yet never admit of any interpretation, that carried in it the 
leaft {train or appearance of deceit. 

Having given an account of the manner in which the Ro-~ 
mans raifed their troops, of their divifions and fubdivifions, 
their armour, difcipline, and exercifes, our author enters now 
upon the higher detail of war; and, in his fifth chapter, treats 
of that which follows immediately after the rendezvous of the 
troops, wz. the marching of anarmy. This fubject naturally 
divides itfelf into three branches: the general order of marches 
in advancing again{t an enemy ; the knowledge and choice 
of pofts ; and the difpofition and conduét of a retreat: each of 
thefe he confiders in order. 

Amongtt the various orders of the Roman marches, one par- 
ticularly deferves our notice, which is frequently mentioned 
by hiftorians, and which they term forming the army itineri et 
prelio. It was, when the columns of horfe and foot were 
difpofed in fuch a manner, that, upon the fudden appearance 
of an enemy, they could fall immediately into an order pro- 
per for fighting. Our ingenious author has very clearly and 
accurately defcrited a march of this kind, and has made choice 
of 
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of that fine one of Hamilear againft Spendius; than which 
perhaps the whole art of war furnifhes nothing more compleat 
in its kind, whether the beldnefs of the attempt is confider’d, 
or the well concerted motions by which it was accomplifh’d. 
As we are perfuaded that an account of it will be agreeable to 
many of our readers, we fhall lay it before them in our au- 
thor’s own words. 

« Upon the conclufion of the firft Punick war, fays he, the 
: © Carthaginian mercenaries revolting, chofe Matho and Spen- 
¢ dias for their leaders. Hanno was fent againft them with 
‘ an army; but receiving a confiderable check, the rebels 
© blocked up Carthage on every fide, and pofleffed themfelves 
* of all the paffes leading to the peninfula on which it ftood. 
© In this exigence the Carthaginians had recourfe to Hamilcar, 
© the father of Hannibal, who had given eminent proof of 
¢ his abilities when he commanded their armies in Sicily. Ac« 
¢ cordingly he took the field with ten thoufand men, and fe- 
¢ venty elephants ; but was for fome time at a lofs how to 
* meet with the enemy upon equal ground. For, befides the 
© other places of advantage which the mercenaries had feized, 
© Hanno had fuffered them to get pofleffion of the only bridge 
‘ by which the river Bagradas was paflable to thofe who 
‘ were to travel from Carthage into the continent. This 
‘ river had not many fords, and the few it had were fo well 
« watched, that it was not eafy, for even a fingle man, to 
« get over without being feen. As for the bridge itfelf, the 
‘ enemy guarded it with the utmoft care, and had built a town 
© clofe by it, for the more commodious lodging of the troops 
* that were appointed to that fervice. Hamilear having in 
‘ vain tried all means poflible to force a paflage, at length 
‘ bethought himfelf of an expedient to gain one by ftealth. 
‘ He had obferved, that upon the blowing of certain winds, 
© the mouth of the Bagradas ufed to be choaked up with fand 
* and gravel, which formed a kind of bar acrofs it, and ren- 
‘ dered it fordable. Remaining therefore in his camp be- 
© tween the fea and the mountains, he waited the opportu- 
* nity of thefe winds; which no fooner arrived, than march- 
* ing fuddenly in the night, he pafled the flream unperceived, 
“ and the next morning appeared in the plain, to the great 
* altonifhment both of the Carthaginians and the enemy. 

© Hamilcar by this ftep put all to the hazard. Had he 
failed in his attempt againtt Spendius, his whole army muft 
inevitably have been deflroyed, for a retreat was now be- 
come impoffible. But neither was the danger lefs great to 
his country, by continuing inactive: and therefore he wife- 
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6 ly confidered, that in fuch an extremity, it was better to 
¢ try fome way where fortune, and his own ability in war, 
‘ offered a profpeét of fuccefs, than by a timorous diffident 
© conduct expofe himfelf to the fame ruin, without a fingle 
‘ effort to evade it. He was now upon the other fide the 
‘ Bagradas. ‘The plains were favourable to him, becaufe he 
‘ had a confiderable body of horfe. ‘The river itfelf too was 
‘ of no {mall advantage, as it ferved to fecure his baggage, 
‘ and cover one of his flanks. Spendius was advancing to 
¢ meet him at the head of ten thoufand men. Befides thefe, 
‘ he underftood that a detachment of fifteen thoufand was 
¢ marching with all diligence from Utica; and as it was their 
¢ bufinefs to come upon his flank and rear, rather than to 
¢ join Spendius, he made no doubt of their proceeding ace 
‘ cordingly. Upon thefe confiderations he regulated his or- 
‘ der of battle, and the difpofition of his march. To make 
‘head againft Spendius, he placed his elephants in the firft 
‘ jine, and immediately behind them his cavalry, intermixed 
‘ with platoons of light armed foot. ‘The heavy-armed in- 
* fantry fucmed the third line, in order to oppofe the detach- 
‘ ment he expected upon his rear from Utica. By this dif- 
‘ pofition he was enabled to make head on all fides. For as 
‘ he made no doubt but his firft line of elephants, of which 
‘ Spendius was totally unprovided, would be fufficient to 
‘ break the body he commanded; and that the cavalry, aid- 
* ed by the light-armed foot, falling in immediately, would 
* ferve to compleat the rout: fo his third line confifting of 
‘ the flower of his African infantry, he thought bimfelf ftrong 
* enough likewife to deal with the rebels from Utica. 

‘ Each of thefe lines marched in four columns, the co- 
lumns of cavalry following immediately behind the elephants, 
and thofe of the infantry immediately behind the cavalry. 
The diftance between the columns was equal to the fpace 
they were to occupy in the line of battle. By this difpofi- 
tion, on the firft appearance of the enemy, the army could 
form in an inftant. For the columns being commanded ta 
halt, and wheel at once into their place in the line, were 
in order of battle prefently. Hamilcar continuing his march, 
perceived, as the enemy approached, that the detachment 
from Utica, inftead of coming in upon,his rear, had ac- 
tually joined Spendius, and formed a fecond line of foot 
behind that he commanded, As he had forefeen that this- 
might happen, his order of march was contrived to furnifh 
a{peedy remedy, It now became neceflary to change his 
whole difpolition, and oppofe a ftrong front of infantry to 
§ the 
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the enemy, with the elephants at tle head of all, according 
to the ufual cuftom. To that end the columns were or- 
dered to hilt, and the elephants forming in front, the ca- 
valry mean while fell back between the intervals of the 
foot, ranging themfelves in two divifions behind the two 
extremities of the line of infantry, which was formed in an 
inftant by the wheeling of the columns. The rebels de- 
ceived by this artful motion, and miftaking the retreat of 
the cav alry for a real flight, advanced briskly to the attack, 
broke through the elephants, and charged the Carthaginian 
foot. Mean while the cavalry, which, as we have already 
obferved, had ranged itfelf in two columns behind the two 
wings of the infantry, wheeling to the right and left from 
the rear, appeared all on a fudden in the fame line with 
the foot, covering the flanks of the Carthaginian army, 
and confiderably over-winging the enemy. The rebels afto- 
nifhed at this extraordinary motion, quickly fell into difor- 
der, and at aft betook themfelves to flight. Hamilcar pur- 
fued them with his horfe and elephants, and following them 
quite to the town and bridge, eafily got pofieflion of that 
important pafs. 

* From this recital it appears, to what a degree of perfec- 
tion the ancients had arrived in the fcience of marches, 
which is a capital article in the grand operations of war. 
And though the inftance here given be of an 4friean com- 
mander, and therefore does not fo immediately regard the 
Roman people, yet if we confider, that thefe laft are al- 
lowed to have excelled all nations in the knowledge of 
arms, and that they often regulated their marches upon this 
plan ; ; it feems reafonable to believe, that had their hifto- 
rians entered into particular details of this kind, we fhould 
have met with many examples of military condua, no lefs 
furprifing than that now before us. 

In the three remaining chapters, our author treats of in- 
campments, battles, and the attack and defence of places, 
but we fhall clofe this article with a fpecimen of the tranfla- 
tion, taken from the beginning of the feventh book of the 
commentaries. 

* 1. Caz/ar having quieted the commotions in Gaul, went, 
as he defizned, into /ta’y, to prefide in the affembly of the 
ftates. There he was informed of the death of P. Cl.dius: 
and underftanding farther, that the fenate had paffed a de- 
cree, ordering all the youth of Jtaly to take up arms, he 
refolved to levy troops over the whole province. ‘The re- 
port of this foon fpread into farther Gaul; and the Gaul 
© themfelvess 


oh « &.2. MS ¢ 2 Se SS 


ve A Oe 


e 


anenea &# # & & A 


°e fF wa 




































7 
6 


66 


For FEBRUARY, 1753. 95 


themfelves, forward to encourage rumours, added of their 
own accord what the cafe feemed to require: ** that Ce- 
ar was detained by a domeftic fedition, and could not, 


‘+ while thefe diforders continued, come to head the army.” 
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Animated by this opportunity, they, who before lamented 
their fubjection to the Romans, now began with more free- 
dom and boldnefs tov enter upon meafures of war. The 
leading men of the nation, concerting private meetings 
among themfelves, in woods and remote places, complain- 
ed of the death of Acco; remonftrated, that fuch might one 
time or other be their own fate; and after bemoaning the 
common fortune of their country, endeavoured by all man- 
ner of promifes and rewards, to draw over fome to begin 
the war, and with the hazard of their own lives, pave the 
way to the liberty of Gaui. But chiefly they thought it 
incumbent upon them, before their fecret conferences fhould 
be difcovered, to cut off Cz/ar’s return to the army. 
This appeared abundantly eafy ; becaufe neither would the 
legions, in the abfence of their general, dare tq quit their 
winter quarters; nor was it poflible for the general to join 
the Iegions, without a body of troops to guard him. In 
fine, they concluded it was better to die bravely in the field, 
than not recover their former glory in war, and the liberty 
they had received from their ancettors. 

‘ z. Such were the debates in the private councils of the 
Gauls: when the Carnutes declaring their readinefs to fub- 
mit to any danger for the common fafety, offered to be 
the firft in taking up arms againft the Romans. And be- 
caufe the prefent giving of hoftages might endanger a too 
early difcovery of their defigns, they propofed; that the 
other ftates fhould bind themfelves by a folemn oath, in 
prefence of the military enfigns, which is the moft facred 
obligation among the Gau/s, not to abandon them during 
the courfe of the war. ‘This offer of the Carnutes was re- 
ceived with univerfal applaufe, the oath required was taken 
by ail prefent, and the time for aétion being fixed, the af- 
fembly feparated. 

* 3. When the appointed day came; the Carnutes, head- 
ed by Cotwatus and Canetodunus, men of defperate refolution, 
flew upon a fignal given to Genabum; maflacred the Roman 
citizens fettled there on account of trade ; among the reft 
C. Fufius Cotta, a Roman knight of eminence, whom Ca/far’ 
had appointed to fuper-intend the care of provifions ; and 
plundered their effects. The fame of this foon fpread into 
all the provinces of Ggu/. For when any thing fingular 


¢ and 





_ 


Se ee ee er ee er er ee ee 2) 


96 The MONTHLY REVIEW, 


* and extraordinary happens, they publith it from place to 


, on oe ee 


place by out-cries, which being fucceffively repeated by 
men ftationed on purpofe, are carried with incredible ex- 
pedition over the whole country. And thus it was on 
the prefent occafion. For what had been done at Ge- 
nabum about fun-rife, was known before nine at night in 
the territories of the Averni, a diftance of one hundred and 
fixty miles. 

‘ 4. Fired by this example, Vercingetorix, the fon of Cel- 
tillus, of the nation of the Avern/, a young nobleman of 
great power and intereft, whofe father had prefided over 
all Celtic Gaul, and for aiming at the fovereignty been put 
to death by his countrymen ; calling his clients and fol- 
lowers together, eafily perfuaded them to revolt. His de- 
fign being.difcovered, the people immediately flew to arms ; 
and Gobanitio his uncle, with the other principal men of the 
ftate, dreading the confequences of fo rafh an enterprize, 
united all their authority againft him, and expelled him the 
city Gergovia. Yet ftill he adhered to his former refolu- 
tion, and affembling all the out-laws and fugitives he could 
find, engaged them in his fervice. Having by this means 
got together a body of troops, he brought all to whom he 
applied himfelf to fall in with his views; prefled them to 
take up arms for the common liberty; and finding his 
forces greatly increafed, quickly drove thofe out of the ter- 
ritories of Auvergne, who had fo lately expelled him the 
city Gergovia. Upon this he was faluted king by his fol- 
lowers : and difpatching ambafladors into all parts, exhort- 
ed them to continue firm to the confederacy. The Se- 
vones, Parifians, Piétones, Cadurci, Turones, Aulerci, Le- 
movices, Andes, and all the other nations bordering upon 
the ocean, readily came into the alliance, and with unani- 
mous confent declared him generaliffimo of the league. 
Armed with this authority, he demanded hoftages of the 
feveral ftates: ordered them to furnifh a certain number of 
men immediately ; appointed what quansity of arms each 
was to prepare, with the time by which they muft be in 
readinefs ; and above all applied himfelf to have on fast a 
numerous cavalry. To the moft extreme diligence, he 
joined an extreme rigour of command ; and by the feverity 
of his punifhments, obliged the irrefolute to declare them- 
felves: for in greater faults, the criminals, after having 
been tortured were burnt alive: and for lighter offences, 
ordering the ears of the guilty to be cut off, or one of their 
eyes put out, he fent them thus mutilated home, to ferve 
“ as 
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‘ as an example to the reft; and by the rigour of their fuf- 


‘ 


‘ 


¢ 


ferings to keep others in awe. 

‘ 5. Having by the terror of thefe punifhments fpeedily af- 
fembled an army, he fent Luterius of Quercy, a bold and 
enterprifing man, with part of the forces againft the Rua- 
theni, and marched himfelf into the territories of the Bitu- 
rigians. The Biturigians, upon his arrival, difpatched 
ambafladors to the 4duans, under whdfe protection tHe 

weré, to demand fuccours againft the enemy. Ihe 4duazs, 
by the-advice of the lieutenant Ce/far had left with the ar- 
my, ordered a fupply of horfe and foot to the affiftance 
of the Biturigians. This body of troops, advancing to the 
banks of the Loire, which divides the Biturigians from the 
#duans, halted there a few days, and not daring to pafs 
that river, returned again to their own country. The 
reafon of this conduct, according to the report made to our 
lieutenants, was an apprehenfion of treachery from the Bi- 
terigians : for that people, as they pretended, had formed 
the defign of furrounding them beyond the Leire, on one 
fije with their own troops, on the other with thofe of 
Auvergne. Whether this was the real caufe of their return, 
or whether they acted perfidioufly in the affair, is what we 
have not been able to learn with certainty, and therefore 
cannot venture to afarm. The Siturigians, on their de- 
parture, immediately joined the forces of the Averni. 

‘ 6. Thefe things being reported to Cafar in Italy fs the 
troubles at Rome were in a great meafure quieted by the 
care and vigilance of Pompey, he fet out immediately for 
Tranfalpine Gaul. Upon his arrival there, he found it 
extremely difficult to refolve after what manner to rejoin 
thearmy. For fhould he order the legions to repair to 
the province, he forefaw they would be attacked on their 
march in his abfence: and fhould he himfclf proceed to 
the quarters of the legions, he was not without appre- 
henfions cf danger, even from thofe ftates that feemingly 
continued faithful to the Remaus. 

* 7. In the mean time Luterius of Quercy, who had been 
fent into the territories of the Rutheni, brought over that 
ftate to the alliance of the A4verni; advancing thence among 
the Nitcbrigians and Gabali, he received hoftages from both 
nations; and having got together a numerous body of 
troops, drew towards Narbonne, to attack the Roman pro- 
vince on that fide. Cz/er being informed of his defign, 
thought it firft and principally incumbent upon him, to 
provide for the fecurity of the province. ‘With this view 
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he flew to Narbonne ; confirmed the wavering and time: 
rous ; placed garrifons in the towns of the Kutheni fubje& 
to the Romans; alfo in thofe of the Volfcians, Talofatians, 
and other {tates bordering upon the enemy: and having 
thus taken effectual meafures againft Luterius, ordered part 
of the provincial forces, with the recruits he had brought 
from /ta/y, to rendezvous upon the frontiers or the Hel- 
vtans, whofe territories adjoin to thofe of the Avernz. 

‘ 8. Thefe difpofitions being made, and Luterius checked 
and forced to retire, becaufe he did not think it advifeable 
to venture among the Roman garrifons; Cafar advanced 
into the country of the He/vians. Although the mountains 
of the Sevennes, which feparate the He/vians from Auvergne, 
by the great depth of the fnow in that extreme rigorous 
feafon, threatened to obftruct his march ; yet having clear- 
ed away the fnow, which lay to the depth of fix feet, and 
with infinite labour to the foldiers opened a pafiage over 
the mountains, he at length reached the confines of the 
Averni. As they were altogether unprepared, regarding 


feafon even to fingle men, he ordered the cavalry to fprecd 
themfelves on all fides, and firike as univerfal a terror into 
the enemy as poffible. Fame and meflengers from the 
ftate foon informed Vercingetorix of the difafter befallen his 
country. All the 4verni gathered round him in a body, 
andgwith looks full of difmay, conjured him to regard their 
fortunes, and not to abandon them to the ravages of the 
Roman army ; more efpecially, as he now faw the whole 

war pointed againft them. /ercingetcrix, moved by ‘heir 

intreaties, put his army upon the march, and quitting the 

territories of the Biturigians, drew towards Auvergne. 

‘9. This Czfar had forefeen: and after a ftay of two 

days in thofe parts, fet out under pretence of fetching a re- 
-inforcement. He left young Brutus to command in his 
abfence ; charged him to difperfe the cavalry as wide as he 
could ; and promifed to return, if poffible, within three 
days. ‘Then, deceiving the Romans themfelves, that he 
might the better impofe upon the Gauls, he pofted by great 
journeys to /izenne. There he found the new levied caval- 
ry, whom he had fent thither fometime before ; and _tra- 
velling day and night without intermiffion, through the 
country of the “duans, to prevent by his expedition any 
defigns they might form again him; he at length reached 
the confines of the Lingones, where two of his legions wif 
tered. ‘Thence fending immediately to the reft, he drew 
* them 
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‘ them all together into a body, before the /verni could be 
‘ apprized of “his arrival. 
* 10, Vercingetorix, upon notice of this, led back his army 

© into the territories of the Biturigians ; and marching thence 
¢ refolved to inveft Gergovia, a town belonging to the Hott, 
‘© where they had been fettled by Ce/ar after the defeat of the 
‘ Helvetians, and made fubje& to the Eduan ftate. This 
‘ ftep greatly perplexed the Roman general: if he continued 
‘ encsmped with his legions in one place during the reft of 
‘ the winter, and abandoned the fubjects of the Eduans to 
‘the attempts of the enemy; he had reafon to apprehend 
‘ that the Gawls, feeing him afford no protection to his 
‘ friends, would “univerfally give into a revolt: if, on the 
‘ contrarv, he took the field early, he rifqued the want of 
‘ provilion and forage, by the great difficulty of procuring 
‘convoys Refolving however at all hazards, not to fubmit 
‘ to an affront, that muft for ever alienate the hearts of his 
‘ allies; he preflingly enjoined the 4Eduans to be very careful 
‘ in fupplying him with provifions: and difpatching meflen- 

* gers to the Boiz, to inform them of his approach, exhorted 
‘ them to continue firm to their dutv, and fuftain with cou- 
‘ rage the aflaults of the enemy. Mean while, leaving two 
‘ legions and the baggage of the whole army at Agendicum, he 
* fet out upon his march to their relief. 

© ar. Arriving the next day before Vellaunodunum, a city of 
© the Soncnes ; that he might leave no enemy behind him ca- 
‘ pable of obftruéting his convoys, he refolved to befiege it, 
and in two days compleated his circumvallation. On the 
* third, deputies came from the town to treat of a furre ider : 
* when ordering them to deliver up their arms, horfes, and 
© fix hundred holtages, he left C. Trebonius, one of his lieu- 
* tenants, to caufe the articles to be put in execution; and 
* continuing his march with all diligence, advanced towards 
© Genabum. “Bhe Carnutes, to whom this ci ty belonged, 
* were drawing troops together for its defence; imagining 
* that the fiege of Mei Haunedunum, of which they had juft then 
. _ Teceived intellizence, would be a work of fome time. 
‘ Cesar reached the place in two days, encamped before it, 
and finding it began to be Jate, deferred the aflault till ne xt 
* morning. ’ Mean while he gave the neceflary orders to ! 
‘men: and becaufe the town had a bridge over the biére, 


. 
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* by which the inhabitants might endeavour to efcape in the 
¢ 


night, he oblized two legions to eontinue under arms. A 
little before inidnight, the Genabians, as he had forefeen, 
‘ flole filently out of the city, and began to pals the river. 
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* Notice being given of this by his fpies ; he fet fire to the 
gates, introduced the legions whom he had kept in readi- 
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nefs for that purpofe, and took poffeffion of the place. 
Very few of the enemy efcaped on this occafion ; becaufe 
the narrownefs of the bridge and paflages obftructed the 
flight of the multitude. Ce/ar ordered the town to be 
plundered and burnt; diftributed the fpoil among the fol- 
diers ; and crofling the Lore with his whole army, ad- 
vanced into the territories of the Biturigians. 

¢ 12. Ver.ingetorix, upon notice of his approach, quitted 
the tiege of Gergovia, and marched dire&tly to meet him. 
Czjar mean while had fat down before Noviodunum, a city 
of the Biturigians, that lay upon his rout. The inhabi- 
tants fending deputies to the camp, to implore forgivenefs 
and fafety : that he might the fooner accomplith his defigns, 
in which expedition had hitherto availed him fo much, he 
ordered them to deliver up their arms, horfes, and a cer- 
tain number of hoftages. Part of the hoftages had been al- 
ready fent; the other articles of the treaty were upon the 
point of execution; and even fome centurions and foldiers 
had entered the place, to featch for arms and horfes: when 
the enemy's cavalry, who were a little advanced before the 
reft of the army, appeared ata diftance. Immediately the 
befieged, upon this profpect of relief, feting upafhout, flew 
to arms, fhut the gates, and manned the walls. ‘The cen- 
turions in the town, judging from the noife among the 
Gauls, that they had fome new projeé in view, pofted 
themfelves with their fwords drawn at the gates; and get- 
ting all their men together, retreated without lofs to the 
camp. Ce/ar ordering the cavalry to advance, fell upon 
the enemy’s horfe; and finding his troops hard prefled, 
fuftained them with fome fquadrons of Germans, whom, to 
the number of about four hundred, he had ‘all along re- 
tained in his fervice. The Gauls, unable to ftand theif 
charge, at length betook themfelves to flight, and were 
driven with great flaughter to the main body of their army. 
Upon this the people of Noviodunum, terrified a-new by 
the defeat of their friends, feized all who had been inftru- 
mental in breaking the capitulation, fent them prifoners to 
Ce/far’s camp, and delivered up the town. Thefe affairs 
difpatched, C/ar dire&ted his march towards Avaricum. 
vAs this was the ftrongeit and mof€ confiderable city of the 
Biturigians, and fityage in the fineft part of the country, 
he eafily perfuaded himfelf, that by the reduétion of it, he 
fhould bring the whole nation under fubjection.’ 
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This {fpecimen, we apprehend, is fufficient to give our 
readers a juft idea of our author’s tranflation, and to juftify 
what we have faid of it. 
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Art. x11. The credibility of the Gofpel-biftory. Part It. 
Or the principal facts of the New Tiftament confirmed by 
paffages of ancient authori, who were cotemporary with our 
Saviour, pr his apafiles, or lived near their time. Vol. 1X. 


By Nathaniel Lardner, D. D. 8vo. 5s. Waugh, Ge. 


HE plan of the work now before us is fo well known, 

and likewife the maanner in which our learned and 
worthy author has hitherto conducted it, that our giving any 
account of either is altogether unneceflary. 

In this ninth volume is contained the hiftory of Apollina- 
rius, Bafil, Gregory Nazianzen, Ephraim the Syrian, Didy- 
mus of Alexandria, Ambrofe bilhop of Milan, the Prifctliianifts, 
and feveral others, with their teftimony to the books of the 
New Teftament. The door clofcs it with fome remarks 
upon mr. Bower’s account of the Manicheans in the fecond 
volume of his hiftory of the popes. Thefe remarks he intro- 
duces in the following manner : 

* None of my learned friends, fays he, who have read mr. 
* Bower’s hiftory of the popes, (and I fuppofe they have all 
* read it) could forbear obferving the difference between his 
* account of the Manicheans, and that given in the fixth vo- 
* lume of this work. And fome of them have intimated, that 
* I could not decline taking public notice of it; unlefs I would 
* be underftood to allow, that the account given by me of 
* the fame people, was wrong: for which I fee no reafon. 
* Indeed, I cannot but with, that mr. Bower had read that 
* volume, or the late mr. Begu/obre’s hiftory of the Meniche- 
* ans, from which I received a great deal of light. I think, 
‘ he would then have exprefled himfelf very differently from 
* what he basdone. As it is, I think myfelf obliged tomake 
a few remarks, 

Mr. Bower fays, that gluttony was, with the Manicheans, 
acardinal virtue ; and eating to excels, highly meritorious. 
‘I do not conceive, fays dr. Lardner, how that can be truly 
* faid of the AZanicheans, when their eleét, the moft diftin- 
* guifhed part of them, comprehending their ecclefiaftics and 
* fome others, were obliged to abftain from meat, and wine, 
* and eggs, and fifh. And mr. Bower fays, that their auditors, 
* as well as their elect, kept two fa/ts in the week, the one on 

3 * Sunday, 
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© Sunday. the other on Monday. That the Manicheans were 
© great fafters, was fhewn vol. VI. p. 104-107. That they 
© were by principle, and frequent practice, a temperate, ab- 
* {temious fort of people, appears, I think, from a paflage, 
¢ which I have not yet alle dged at all. Ie is near the conclu- 
‘ fion of awork generally afcribed to Marius Viétorinus Afer, 
¢ in the fourth century: which is a letter to fu/fin, a Ma- 
© nichean, a learned man, and the author’s friend. ** In vain, 
fays he, do you now macerate your body, and mortify it 
‘¢ with continual. faftiog and watching: if, after all, it has 
“* no other lot than to return to the devil, who, you fay, is 
“¢ its creator.” | 
© But, undoubtedly, mr. Bower has fome reafon for faying 
what he does. Which therefore ought to be confidered. 
Page z1. note (D.) The particles of the gocd nature were, 
according to hem, tn all beings of this univerfe, mixed with, 
and chained to, the particles of re - nature. Svch, how- 
ever, as happ sned to be in the faod, which they ufed, qwere, it 
being ujed by them, delivered for ever 7 frm fo pain| ful a bcnd- 
age. Thus was gluttony, with them, a cardinal virtue ; and 
eating to exce/s, bi ‘gbly meritorious. “This therefore is only a 
© confequence deduced from the juft-mentioned fuppofed prin- 
‘ ciple of theirs. But it does not appear, that they difcerned 
¢ this confequence. For, fo far as we can find, they did not, 
* by principle, eat to excefs: but were, and upon principle, 
* great fafters, and very abftemious. Augu/ffine imputes to 
© them the fame principle: whether jultly, or not, I do not 
* now enquire. Neverthelefs he does not upon that account 
¢ charge them with excefs in eating ; becaufe, I fuppofe, he 
* knew they were not guilty of it. But he ridicules their 
€ fafting. ‘* Your fafting, fays he, is cruel. You ought 
“¢ to be always eating. Whilft you ceafe'to eat, you 
“* forbear: to deliver the particles of the good nature from 
** their chains.”’ 

* In the latter part of the note, p 23. mr. Bower gives a 
© fhocking account of their eucharift, taken from ancient ec- 
clefiaftical writers. And afterwards, at p. 25. be tells the 
fame, or like ftory, from pope Lee, commonly called the 
Great. This was alfo examined in the fore-cited volume. 
Neverthelefs, as I did not then diftin@ly {peak of pope Leo, 
upon whom mr. Bower chiefly infifts, I fhall now confider 
what is alledged from him. He pared no pains, fays mr. 
Bower, p.25. to find them out. And being informed by fame, 
whom they had attempted to feduce, where they affembled, be 
caufed great numbers of them to be feized, in virtue of the im- 
© perial 
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« pevial ediéts, and, among the reft, their biflop, and fome of 


¢ their teachers. Having them thus in bis power, his firft cate 
¢ was to learn of them the true tenets, and the feeret pradices 
‘ of their fe. Which he had no fooner done, than be affembled 
‘ the neighbouring bifbapsy and thofe who happened to ve then at 
¢ Rome, with a great number of prefbyters , inviting to the af- 
« fembly even the laymen of any rank, the great officers of the 
‘ empire, and the fenate. ---- Being all met, and in great expec- 
‘ tation, Leo ordered the cle& of the Manichees, that is, their 
‘ teachers, and chief men among them, to be brought forth, 

© Great was their confufisn, when th-y appeared before fo grand 
¢ an affenb' y. But, being encouraged by Leo, they firft owned 
© their impious tenets, and their fup: or iti: us practices, and dif- 
‘ covered a crime, which modefty, fays pope Leo, would not al- 
© low him to name. But it was fo fully proved, adds he, that 
© the moft incredulouswere thoror ughly fatisfied it was true. For 
‘ all thafe who had been concerned in that abominable a&, were 
© prefent; viz. a girl of twelve years old, the two women whe 
‘ had brought her up, and prepared her for the crime, the youth 
‘ who had debauched her, and the bifhop, who prefided at that 
© deteftable ceremony, and had direéted it.----It appeared from 








| © the confeffion, which their tifhop made openly, and gave in 
j ‘ writing, that they committed thefe abominations, chiefly on their 
| * feftivals. 
: ‘ With regard then to pope Les, I would obferve, fir/, 
r ¢ That we have not remaining any copy of the proceedings 
‘ * againft thefe people, to which Leo refers. Secondly, Tho’ 
: ‘ the confeffions, mentioned by Leo, feem a fpecious argu- 
é * ment for the truth of thefe charges ; yet I apprehend, that 
— ‘ when duly weighed, they are of little value. By menaces, 
t * and promifes, and good management, an artful and powet- 
‘i © ful ecclefiaftic, like Leo, is able to obtain fuch confeffions 
,s | ‘as he wants; whenever there are anv people, who have 
* fallen-under his difplegfure, and he has determined to harrafs 
A ‘them with fines, or imprifonment, or banifiiment. Says 
m. © Athenagoras, in his apology for the chriftians of his time : 
A *¢ That our enemies may feem not to hate us without reafon, 
é ** they accufe us of abominable feafts, ‘'and* inceftuous mix- 
" * tures in our affemblies.” It has been the way of all perfe- 
‘ Cutors in general. ‘They will make thote appear criminal, 
i whom they intend to deftroy, and will do their utmoft to 
yy expofe them to general fcorn and averfion. Thirdly, After 
i, all thefe examinations, and confeffions, Leo did not know, 
be when this abominable rite, with which he chargeth them, 
i. was performed. Firft, he fays, in their worfhip: de facris . 
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° a corum, etc. Then, in their feftrvals : de feflivita- 


© tum eo: um confuetudine. In another place, it is in their my- 
* fiertes, Once mo rey in the principal feaft of their feét. 
© If cood evidence of this fact had been produced, he would 
* have expiefled himfeli more clearly and uniformly. As 


* pope Leo ia.s, that this was done in the principal feapt 
© of their fec?, B caufolre un adertume him to mean their Bema, 
© an annual feftival, celebrated in honour of Mani, with great 


€ folemnity. 6* Whicis, he fays, affords a manifeft proof of 
“* the falfhood of the depofition of the witneffes before Les, 
*¢ For that feaft was not profaned with any facrifices of un- 
** chaftity. Aurrfiine, who, whena Manichean, was prefent 
“© arit, has defcrived it, and difcerned nothing impure in 
s¢ it.” Fourthly, it appears from pope Les, that the AZa- 
© nicheans celebrated the eucharift in the like manner with 
© other chriftians. For be has informed us, ‘* That the 
‘¢ better to conceal themfclves, and avoid the fufferings 
€* which by jaw they were expofed to, they would come to 
<< church, and communicate with the catholics: when they 
“¢ partook of the bread, but refufed the cup.” *Vhe reafon 
* is manifeft. According to the Manichean rule, the ele&, 
who alone had a right to communicate at the Lord’s table, 
were forbid wine, which was used by the catholics. If, in- 
ftead of wine, water had been propofed to thein, or fome 
other liquor, not prohibited, they would have received it. 
I think, that what Leo fays, teaches us two things. The 
firft of which is, that the A/unicheans obferved the eucharift 
in the fame manner with the aes except that they 
ufed fome other liquor, inftead of wine. , And certainly the 
teftimony of Leo, in this point, is very remarkable. The 
other thing, which we learn from hence, is, that the Ma- 
nicheans were fcrupulous and confcientious men. Who can 
believe, that they, who refufed to tafte wine, tho’ it were 
to fecure themfelves from heavy fufferings, admitted into 
their religious rites abominable filthinefs, which no reafona- 
ble creature can bear to think of? Fifthly, The Mam- 
cheans at Rome, in the time of pope Lec, were a fober and 
modeft people. For he found himfelf obliged frequently to 
caution his own people and hearers againft being feduced 
by their faflings, abftinence from certain meats, mean 
drefs, pale countenances, and other marks of a fober and 
abflemious courfe of life. Which is agreeable to Auguftin, 
who fays, that, by an appearance of chaftity and tempe- 
rance, they enfnared many people. Sixthly; Pope Leo’s 
abufive manner of {peaking of the octane vali 
‘a 
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all his accufations againft them. For he fays, they wer® 
the worft of all heretics, who had nothing in them that waS 
tolerable: whofe law is a lye, whofe religion is the devil, 
and whofe facrifice is filthinefs, and the like. Is any re- 
gard to be had toa man, who talks at that rate? He who 
{fhould take his notion of the Adanichean worlhip from pope 
Leo, I believe would fuffer himfelf to be grofly impofed 
upon. It might be better to take it from Fauffus, one of 
their own bifhops, as cited in Auguffin, and alfo in the 
forementioned volume of this work, at p. 295, 296.’ 

' This is the fubftance of what our learned author has ad- 
vanced againft Mr. Bower, in regard to the AZachineans: on 
which fide the truth lies, fuch of our readers as have carefully 
ftudied the antient ecclefiaftical writers will be at no great 
lofs to determine. Wi : 
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Art. x11. Reflections on the late lord Bolingbroke’s Letters 
on the ftudy and ufe of hiftory: efpecially fo far as they relate 
to chriftianity, and the holy fcriptures. To which are added, 
obfervations on fome paffages in thofe letters concerning the 
confequences of the late revolution, and the ftate of things 
under the prefent efablifoment. By John Leland, D. D. 
8vo. 2s. 6d. Dod. 


F the feveral anfwers to lord Bolingbroke’s letters this 

now before us is far from being the leaft confiderable : 
it is written with fpirit and judgment, and in fuch a manner as 
fhews the author to be both a gentleman and a fcholar. Dr. 
Leland, whofe former writings have done the caufe of chriftia- 
nity no fmal) fervice, and himfelf no fmall honour, in exa- 
mining his lordfhip’s letters, takes in a larger compafs than 
any of thofe that have gone before him in the fame task: he 
has not confined himfelf merely to the confideration of what 
his lordthip has advanced in relation to chriftianity and the 
holy {ciiptures, but, with a becoming freedom, has made 
feveral obfervations on his charaéter as a writer, and befides 
feveral judious refleGtions of a mifcellaneous nature, has offered 
not a few, very juft ones, of a political kind. 

He introduces his work with obferving that lord Bolingbroke 
has generally obtained the reputation of being one of the fineft 
writers in our language, which, he fays, hath procured him 
a kind of authority in the world, that makes way for an eafy 
and favourable reception of any thing that is publifhed under 
his name. But notwithftanding his great abilities, our au- 
| thor 
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thor thinks there are feveral things that tend to take off from 
that dependance one might otherwife be apt to have upon an 
author pofiefled of fo many advantages: He obferves that 
there is a great appearance of vanity in his lordfhip’s letters on 
the ftudy and ufe of hiftory, and a certain air of fo ficiency 
that breathes through the whole of them. ‘ He every where 
. pronounceth, fays the doctor, ina Preeti and decifive 
way, and with a kind of dictatorial authority 5 and feemeth 
to regard himfclf as placed in a diftinguit ed ‘fphere, from 
whence he looketh down with contempt upon thofe that 
have hitherto pafied for learned and knowing. To this 
may be added, what can fcarce efcape the notice of the 
commoneft reader, a vifible affectation of advancing fome- 
thing new, and which had not been thought of, or infift- 
ed upon, before. How often doth the polite author of 
thefe letters, when giving his directions, and making his 
obfervations upon the ftudy and ufe of hiftory, put his noble 
pee ee in mind, that they were quite different from 
any thing that had been obferved by thofe learned men who 
had treated of this fubje&t before him! In this I think him 
miftaken. But at prefent I only mention it as a proof of 
the defire he was poficfled with of appearing to think in a 
way different from, .and fuperior to, the reft of mankind, 
even of the learned world. Such a defire and affectation of 
novelty, and of thinking out of the common way, may 
lead perfons of great parts aftray in their enquiries after truth, 
and hath often done fo. 
‘ But there are other paffions and affeGtions, that havea 
ftill lefs friendly influence, and which are apt to give a 
wrong biafs to the mind. Such is that keennefs and bitter- 
nefs of fpirit, which difpofeth a man to find fault, and to 
put the moft unfavourable conftru€tions upon perfons and 
things. Iwill not charge the late lord Bolinghrate with 
having been really under the influence of fuch a temper ; 
but there are feveral things in his letters which have that 
appearance. In his reflections upon exile he Jayeth it doan 
zs arule, to live and write without paffin ; he talks as if 
be had got above all outward evils, and had attained to a 
perfeci tranguillity. And yet in thefe very refle€tions there 
are feveral paflag:s that difcover a very ftrong refentment, 
and great bitterncfs of fpirit.’ 
After thefe and fome other general obfervations our author 
proceeds to what is the principal intention of his performagce, 
viz. to confider thofe things in his lordfhip’s letters, which 
appear to be of 2 pernicious tendency. He diftributes his ‘9 
marks 
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marks under three heads, and firft confiders the reflections 
which lord Bolingbroke has caft upon literature, and the dif- 
advantageous reprefentation he has made of antiquaries, chro- 
nologers, critics, grammarians, compilers of dictonaries, and 
revifers and publifhers of manufcripts, for whofe labours he 
exprefles a thorough contempt. After producing feveral 
paflages from his lordthip’s letters, whereia he exprefles him- 
felf in a manner that feems calculated to throw a contempt 
upon learning, and making fome very jult obfervations upon 
them, our author proceeds in the following manner. 

¢ The natural tendency of thefe, fays he, and other re- 
‘ flections of a like kind, which occur in thefe letters, feems 
‘to be to pour contempt upon what have been hitherto 
¢ efteemed valuable branches of literature. Refearches into 
¢ antiquity, chronological itudies, criticifm and philofophy, 
¢ difquilitions concerning the nature of God, the human foul, 
‘ and other pbilofophical and theological fubjects, all thefe 
‘ are reprefented as of little or no ufe ; and only a more fpe- 
‘ cious kind of idlenefs. And if this be the cafe, | think it 
¢ js wrong to complain of the Goths, Vandals, Saracens, and 
¢ other barbarous nations, that burnt whole librarie’ and de- 
« ftroyed the monuments of learning. They rid the world 
‘ of a great deal of ufelefs lumber, which tempted men to 
* mifpend their time and pains ; and it would have been an 
‘ advantage to mankind, if more of them had been deftroyed : 
* inftead of being thankful to thofe learned perfons that have 
‘ taken fuch pains to recover and publifh antient monuments, 
« we are only to regard them as induftrious triflers, to whofe 
‘ Jabours the world is very little obliged. Nor can I fee, 
* upon fucl: a view of things, what ufe or need there is of 
‘ feminaries of learning. But in good earneft, can this be 
‘ regarded as a proper way to mend our tafte, and help for- 
* ward our improvement? Such a way of thinking, if it 
‘ generally obtained, would, it is to be feared, inftead of 
* producing an extraordinary refinement of tafte, tend ra- 
* ther to fink us4into ignorance and barbarifm, and bring us 
* back to the darknefs of illiterate ages. 
¢ ‘Paken in ‘this view, I cannot think that thefe letters 
have a favourable afpeé on the intereft of literature. .Me- 
thinks there appeareth to be no great neceflity at prefent 
of warning perfons not to fpend their lives in laborious 
purfuits of learning. The prevailing turn of the age doth 
hot feem to lie this way. Many of our gentlemen will no 
doubt be very well pleafed to be aflured, that though they 
 pafs their lives in the bufinefs or pleafures of the warld, yet 
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© if they at length fet themfelves to examine firft principles, 
© and confult the oracle of their own reafon, without any 
¢ regard to the opinion of others, or troubling themfelves to 
¢ yead the writings of philofophers or divines, they are in a 
¢ more likely way of difcovering truth, and making a pro- 
¢ grefs in ufeful knowledge, than any of thofe—** folemn 
$s mortals, who abftain from the pleafures and decline the bu- 
*© finefs of the world, that they may dedicate their whole 
** time to the fearch of truth, and the improvement of 
*¢ knowledge.”— This is certainly a very flattering fcheme, 
and feems to open a very fhort and eafy way for attaining 
to wifdom. When they find a man of his lordfhip’s fine 
and elegant tafte, and great talents, and who by his own 
account hath {pent fo much time and pains in learned in- 
quiries, pronouncing them abfolutely vain and ufelefs ; they 
will be very apt to take his word for it, and not give them- 
felves the trouble of laborious ftudy; the refult of which 
might be only filling their heads with what he calleth /carn- 
ed lumber, and expofing them to the ridiculous character of 
Pedants, 1. e. as he defcribeth them,—*‘* men worfe than 
‘* ignorant, always incapable, fometimes meddling and pre- 
“* fuming.”’—Inftead of fuch learned drudgery, the more 
© eafy and delightful task of ftudying modern hiftory, may 
* be fufficient to furnifh them with all the knowledge they 
* want, and anfwer every end of ufeful improvement.’ 

Having confidered thofe parts of lord Bolingbroke’s letters 
that feem not very favourable to the interefts of learning, our 
author proceeds next to examine the reflexions he has caft 
upon the facred monuments of our religion. And here he 
firft gives us a general view of his lordthip’s defign ; after 
which he examines diftinétly and particularly, what he hath 
offered to invalidate the authority of the Old Teftament hif- 
tory. He obferves very jufily, that feveral things the noble 
author hath advanced with this view, have fcarce fo much as 
the appearance of argument: and, with regard to what he 
feems chiefly to infift upon, viz. that the Fewifh fcriptures are 
hiftortes delivered to us on the faith of a fuperftitious people, a- 
mong whom the cuflom and art of pious lying prevailed remarka- 
dly, our author offers a variety of confiderations, to fhew that 
the facred books of the ‘Fews deferve great regard, and. that 
there is not the Jeaft reafon to fuppofe, that they were of their 
inventing. 

We fhall lay before our readers what the doctor hath ad- 
vanced in anfwer to what his lordfhip fays concerning the curfe 


pronounced upon Canaan by Noah, which he feems to have 
fixed 
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fixed upon as one of the propereft inftances he could find to 
expofe the authority of the fcriptures. He treats it as an in- 
yention of the writer, to juftify the J/raelites in their invafion 
of the Canaanites ; and reprefenteth this curfe as contradidting 
all our notions of order and juftice ; becaufe it punifheth Ca- 
naan, who was innocent, for the fault of Ham. * One is 
‘ tempted to think, fayshe, that the patriarch was ftill drunk ; 
¢ and that no man in his fenfes could hold fuch language, or 
‘ pafs fuch a fentence. Certain it is, that no writer buta 
< ‘Few could impute to the ceconomy of Providence the ac- 
¢ complifhment of fuch a prediction, nor make the Supreme 
¢ Being the executor of fuch a curfe.? Our author’s anfwer 
is as follows, which being compared with what dr. Clayton and 
mr. Hervey fay on the fame fubje&, will fuggeft to the con- 
fiderate reader fome ufeful refiections which we {fhall not an- 
ticipate. 

That Mofes might have in view, fays he, in recording 
‘ this prophecy, to raife the fpirits of the J/raelites, who were 
‘ entering on a war with the Canaanites, is not unlike- 
‘ly. But this does not prove that he forged it. If 
‘ it had been a fiction, purely contrived to bring an odium 
‘ upon Canaan and his pofterity, the ftory would have been 
‘ otherwife formed than it is. It would not have been pre- 
“tended, that Ham, but that Canaan, had been guilty of the 
‘ impiety and irreverence offered towards Noah, the fecond 
¢ father of mankind, and repairer of the world, and who was 
‘ had in great veneration. But A4fo/es gave the account as he 
‘ received it. Why Noah pafled Ham by without cenfure, 
‘ and mentioned only Canaan, we are not told: there might 
© be reafons for it that we do not know. Or, perhaps. Noah 
‘ faid fomething more concerning Ham, and his pofterity : 
* but AdZofes takes notice only of what is faid concerning Ca- 
‘ naan. Nor is the maledi€tion pronounced upon Canaan 
* declared to be on account of what Ham had done. It is 
‘ indeed related immediately after it; but it doth not follow 
* that this was the proper caufe of that curfe: all that follow- 
eth from it is, that upon that occafion, and at that time, 
* Noah pronounced a remarkable prediction, importing fa- 
* vours and bleffings upon Shem and “faphet, and their de- 
© fcendants; and that the defcendents of Canaan, one of 
© Ham’s fons, fhould be in a low and fervile @ondition, fub- 
* jeCted both to thofe of Shem and Faphct. It was not ina 
* paffion, or drunken fit, that Noah pronounced this, as his 
* lordfhip feems willing to reprefent it ; but God was pleafed 
* on that occafion to enlighten Noah with fome view of the 
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fates of his pofterity. That part of the prediction that fe. 
lates to Shem and Faphet, feems to be of a noble extent, 
and looks a great way forward, as many have obferved, con- 
cerning which I thall not now enquire. And as to that 
part ot the prophecy, which relates to Canaan; it is re- 
corded by Adofes, that when it came to be accomplifhed in 
Canaan’s pofterity, the hand of Providence in it might be 
the more diftinily obferved. The Cannanites were not 
accurfed of God, becaufe Noah in his paffion pronounced a 
curfe upon them ; but Noah, endued with a prophetical fpi- 
rit, was enabled to foretel and pronounce the curfe and 
punithment that fhould afterwards in a courfe of ages befal 
them for their wickednefs. For, that the true and proper 
ground of the punifhment inflicted upon the Canaanites was 
their own, execrable wickednefs, is evident from many ex- 
prefs declarations of fcripture. This wickednefs of theirs 
God perfectly forefaw ; and determined, on the account of 
it, to inflict exemplary punifhment upon them: nor would 
he fuffer the threatning and punifhment aGtually to take 
place, till their iniquities were full, i.e. till their fins were 
arrived at the height ; and, when this was the cafe, it tend- 
ed to render the event the more remarkable, that it was 
foretold fo long before. And perhaps one reafon why there 
is fuch particular notice taken of Canaan,-on occafion of 
Ham's impute and wicked behaviour, might be the mon- 
ftrous and unnatural impurities that it was forefeen the Ca- 
naanites, i.e. Ham’s defcendents by Canaan, would be guilty 
of ; and which are exprefsly mentioned among the caufes of 
their ruin.’ 
Having examined what lord Bolingbroke hath urged againtt 
the authority and creflibility of the feriptures of the Old Tel- 
tament, our author comes now to confider what he has ad- 
vanced againft the authority of the New. His lordfhip tells us, 
that it is high time the clergy in all chriftian communions fhould 
join their forces, and eftablifh thofe hiftorical fa&ts, which are 
the foundations of the whole chriftian fyftem, on clear and 
unqueftionable hiftorical authority ; fuch as they require in all 
cafes of moment from others ; and reject candidly what can- 
not be thus eftablifhed. The doctor obferves, that chriftian 
divines have frequently done what his lordfhip blames them 
for not having done; and fhews, that we have authentic ac- 
counts of thofe ancient faéts on which the chriftian fyftem 
is founded, publifhed in the age in which the facts were done, 


and tranfmitted with fufficient marks of credibility to our own 
times. 
It 
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Jt is urged, that the accounts of thofe facts, in order to 
their obtaining full credit from any impartial perfon, ought to 
be confirmed by the teftimony of thofe who were not them- 
t felves chriftians ; fince chriflians may be excepted againft as 
prejudiced perfons ; and that, if there be no fuch teftimony, 
i it adminifters juft ground of fulpicion. As a great flrefe has 
: frequenuy been laid upon this, our author confiders it diflinct- 
t ly: hear ¥ ‘hat he fays. 7 | 
; ¢ To expeét, that profefled enemies, who reviled and pers 
d ‘ fecuted the chriftians, fhould acknowledge the truth of the 
J ¢ main facts on which chriftianity is founded, is an abfurdity 
] ¢ and contradiction. And if any teftimonies to this purpofe 
t 
5 


‘ were now to be found in their writings, it would undoubt- 
‘ edly de alledged by thofe gentlemen, ‘who now complain of 
. ¢ the want of fuch teftimonies, that thofe palaces were 





; ‘ foifted in by chriftians, and ought to be rejected as fuppofi- 
f ‘ tiiious. But yet we have the teftimony of adverfaries, con- , 
| ‘ cerning many facts relating to chriftianity, as far as can be 
“ee ‘ expected from adverfaries. It cannot be expected, that 
. ¢ ‘Jews or heathens, continuing fuch, fhould acknowledge 
" ¢ Chrilt’s divine miffion; that he was ‘the Son of God, the 
3 ¢ Saviour of the world: but none of them ever pretended to 
e ‘ deny, that there was fuch a perfon as ‘fe/us Chrif?, who 
f ‘ was the Author of the chriftian religion, and appeared in 


j * ‘Fudea in the reign of Tiberius. Tacitus’s teftimony, as well 
. as that of Ce/fus, is very exprefs to this purpofe. And fome 


y * of the heathens went fo far, as to {peak very honourably of 
f ‘him. So did the emperor Alexander Severus, who would 

‘ have built a temple to him, if fome of the pagans about 
( * him had net made ftrong remonftrances againft it, as Lam- 
. 7ae © pridius informs us in his life. And even Porphyry himfelf, 
a) * whofe words Erfebius hath preferved, fpeaks« df him asa 


pious man, whole foul was taken into heaven. It would 
be unreafonable to expeé&t, that the enemies of chriftianity 
‘ fhould acknowledge the accounts given of Chrift by the 
d * evangelifts to be true and authentic, and abfolutely to be 
, depended upon ; for then they muft have turned chriftians. 
‘ But yet they never denied, what fome of our modern un- 
peal feem uni willing to acknowledge, that Chrift’s own 





n 

* * difciples, who had lived and converfed with him, had 

J * written accounts of his life, and actions, and difcourfes, 

- * which were received by chriflians as true and authentic. 

r ‘ The teftimony of Cel/us, as was obferv’d before, is very 

fs * full to this purpofe. Jt cannot be expected, that Fews : 


© and 
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and heathens fhould acknowledge Chrift’s miracles to have 
been really wrought by a divine power. But they do not 
deny, that le did, or feemed to do, wonderful works; 
And the way they take to account for them amounteth to 
an acknowledgement of the facts. Some afcribed them to 
magical arts, as Ce//us, who faith, that on the account of 
the ftrange things he performed, Zé/us claimed to’ be re- 
garded asaGod. Others, as Hierocles, oppofed to them the 
wonders pretended to have been wrought by Apzllonius Ty- 
aneus. The ‘Jews afcribed the works he performed to the 
virtue of the ineffable name, which he ftole out of the 
temple. And the emperor Julian exprefsly acknowledgeth 
fome of his miraculous works, particularly his healing the 
lame and the blind, and cafting out devils, at the fame time 
that he affeéts to {peak of them in a very flight and dimi- 
nifhing manner. As to Chrift’s having fuffered under Poz- 
tius Pilate, the heathens and ‘Jews were fo far from deny- 
ing it, that they endeavoured to turn it to the reproach of 
chriftians, that they believed in, and worfhipped, one that 
had been crucified. It cannot be expeéted indeed, that 
they fhould own, that he really rofe again from the dead 
on the third day, as he himfelf had foretold; but they ac- 
knowledge, that his difciples declared, that he did fo; and 
profefled to have feen him, and converfed with him, after 
his refurrection. This appeareth from the teftimony of 
Celfus, at the fame time that he endeavours to ridicule 
the account given, by the evangelifts, of Chrift’s refurrec- 
tion. The fews, by pretending that the difciples ftole away 
the body of Jefus, whillt the foldiers that were appointed to 
guard it flept, plainly acknowledged, that the body did re- 
main in the fepulchre, where it had been laid after his cru- 
cifixion ; and that therefore he might have rifen from the 
dead, for any thing they could prove to the contrary. The 
eaily and remarkable diffufion of chriftianity, notwithftand- 
ing all the difficulties it had to encounter with, and the 
perfecutions to which the profeflors of it were expofed, 
is a very important fact, and which, as the eafe was cir- 
cumftanced, tends very much to confirm the truth of the 
gofpel-accounts. And this is very fully attefted by heathen 


writers, though it cannot be expected, that they would ~ 


afcribe this propagation of chriftianity to its proper caufes, 
the force of truth, and a divine power accompanying it. 

* Tacitus, in a paflage where he exprefleth himfelf in a man- 
ner that fhews he was ftrongly prejudiced againft chrif- 
tianity, informs us, that there was a great multitude of 
* chriftians 
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¢ chriftians at Rome in Nero’s time, which was in lefs than 
¢ forty yeats after the death of our faviour ; and gives an ac- 


‘ count of the terrible torments and fufferings to which they" 
‘were expofed. ‘Julian, {peaking of the evangelift obx,° 


¢ whom he reprefents as one of Chrift’s own difciples, faith, 
‘ that in his time a great multitude, in moft of the cities of 
‘ Greece and Italy, were feized with that difeafe; for fo he 
¢ calls chriftianity ; and that obn, obferving this, was en- 
‘ couraged to affert, that Chrift was God, which none of 
‘the other apoftles had done. And we learn from the 
‘ younger Pliny, that in the reign of Trajan, 1. e. about fe- 
‘ venty years after our Lord’s crucifixion, the chriftian faith 
‘ had made fuch a progrefs in feveral parts.of the Roman em- 
‘ pire, that the temples of the Gods were almoft defolate ; 
¢ their folemn facred rites’ long negleéted; and that there 
‘ were very few that would ‘buy the facrifices. It cannot 
‘ be expected, that heathens continuing fuch, fhould ac- 
‘ knowlege, that the chriftians were right in their notions of 
* religion ; but the laft mentioned celebrated heathen gives 
* a noble teftimony to the innocency of. their lives and man- 
‘ners, and that they bound themfelves by the moft facred 
‘ engagements to the practice of righteoufnefs and virtue, 
‘ and not to allow themfelves in vice and wickednefs, falfhood 
‘and impurity. Even Cel/us, than whom chriftianity never 
* had a bitterer enemy, owns, that there were among the 
* chriftians many temperate, modeft, and underffanding perfons ° 
* and ‘Julian recommends to his heathen pontiff Arjacius, the 
* exafnple of the chriftians for their kindnefs and humanity to 
‘ ftrangers ; and not only to thofe oftheir own religion, but 
* tothe heathens ; and for their appearing fanétity of lifes 
* and this he fuppofes to be the chief caufe why chriflianity 
* had made fuch a progrefs. If none but chriftian writers 
* had celebrated the conftancy of the ancient martyrs, fome 
* would have been ready to have fufpeéted, that they feigned 
* this todo them honour, or, at leait, greatly heightened it 5 
“but it appeareth from the undoubted teftimonies of the 
* above mentioned Pliny,of Arrian, who flourifhed under the 
* reign of Hadrian, and | 
* that the antient chriftians were very remarkable for their 
; fortitude, and contempt of torments and death, and for 
their inflexible firmnefs and conftancy to their religion under 
the greateft fufferings. 
.€ Though therefore it were abfurd to expe, that the 
, Shemies of chriftianity, continuing fuch, fhould direétly at- 
teft the truth and certainty of the main facts on which the 
Vor. VIII. I * chriftian 


of the emperor Marcus Antoninus, — 
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* chriftian religion is founded; yet we have feveral teftimto- 


nies from them, that contribute ffot a little to the confir- 
mation of thofe faéts. Befides which, what ought to have 
great weight with us, we have the teftimony of perfons 
who were once ‘fews or heathens, and ftrongly prejudiced 
againft the chriftian fyftem, who yet, upon the convincing 
evidence they had of thofe facts, were themfelves brought 
over to the religion of Jefus. Of fuch perfons there were 
great numbers even in the firft age, the age in which the 
faéts were done, and in which they had the beft opportu- 
nity of enquiring into the truth and certainty of them. 
But there could not be a more remarkable inftance of this 
kind than the apoftle Pau/. Never was there any man 
more ftrongly prejudiced againft chriftianity than he: which 
had carried him fo far, that he was very active in perfeeuting 
the profeflors of it, and thought that in doing fo he had 
done God good fervice. He was at the fame time a perfon 
of great parts and acutenefs, and who had a learned educa- 
tion ; yet he was brought over to the chriftian faith by 2 
divine power and evidence, which he was not able to re- 
fift ; and thenceforth did more than any other of the apoftles 
to propagate the religion of ‘fe/us ; though thereby he not 
only forfeited all his hopes of wordly intereft and advance- 
ment, but expofed himfelf to a fécceffion of the moft grie- 
vous reproaches, perfecutions and fufferings ; all which he 
bore with an invincible conftancy, and even with a divine 
exultation and joy. In his admirable epiftles, which were 
undeniably written in the firft age of chriftianity, and than 
which no writings can bear more uncontefted marks of ge- 
nuine purity and integrty, there are continual references 
to the principal facts recorded in the gofpels, as of un- 
doubted truth and certainty. And it manifeftly appeareth, 
that great miracles were then wrought in the name of 
Fefus ; and that extraordmary gifts were poured forth upon 
the difciples. And why fhould not his teftimony in fa- 
vour of chriftianity be of the greateft force? Muft it be 
difregarded, beeaufe of his turning chriftian? #. e. becaufe 
he was fo convinced of thofe facts by the ftrongeft evidence; 
that it over-ruled all his prejudices, and brought him over 
to chriftianity, im oppofition to all his former notions, in- 
clinations, and intereft ?) Whereas it is this very thing that 
giveth his teftimony a peculiar force. And if he had not 
turned .chriftian, ‘his teftimony in favour of chriftianity; if 


© he had given any, wou!d not have had fo great weight, as 
* being infufficient for his own conviction ; or it would have 
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© been rejected as a forgety, under pretence that he could 
+ pot fay and believe fuch things without embracing the chri- 
‘ ftian faith,’ 

Our author clofes what he fays on this fubje& in the fol- 
lowing manner. ‘ Thus have I confidered what the_late 
‘Jord Bolingbroke hath offered in. thefe letters againft the 
‘ guthority of the holy fcripture, and the chriftian religions 
‘ as far as may be neceflary to take off the force of the ob- 
 jeétions he hath raifed againft it, and which feem to have 
‘nothing in them proportioned to the unufual confidence 
‘ with which they are advanced. It is hard fo fee what 
¢ good end could-be propofed by fuch an attempt. But per- 
‘ haps it may,thought an advantage, that by ‘© difco- 
“* vering efor in firft principles founded upon faéts, and 
“‘ breaking the charm, the inchanted caftle, the fteepy rock, 
“ the burning lake, will difappear.”,—And there are perfons, 
‘no doubt, that would be well-pleafed to fee it proved, that 
‘ chriftianity is no better than delufion and inchantment ; and 
* particularly that the wicked have nothing to fear frotn the 
« burning lake, fome apprehenfions of which may probably 
‘ tend to make them uneafy.in their vicious courfes. But [ 
‘ fhould think, that a true lover of virtue, and of mankind, 
‘ who impartially confiders the purity of the gofpel-morals, 
‘ the excellent tendency of its doctrines and precepts, and the 
‘power of its motives for engaging men to the practice of 
* piety and virtue, and deterring them from vice and wicked- 
‘nels, will be apt to look upon it.as a very ill employment to 
‘ endeavour to expofe this religion to contempt, and to fet 
* bad men free from the wholefome terrors it infpires; and 
* deprive good men of the fublime hopes and facred joys it 
* yields, But chriftianity hath withftood much more formi- 
* dable attacks ; and will, I doubt not, continue to approve 
é itfelf to thofe that examine it, and the evidences by which 
* it is eftablithed, with minds free. from vicious prejudices, 
* and with that fincerity and fimplicity of heart, that feriouf- 
‘ nefs and attention, which becomes them in an affair of 
* fuch vaft importance.’ , 

The doétor comes now, in the laft place, to confider. the 





- ‘WelleGions, which lord Bolingbroke, in his letterss has cait up- 


on our civil conftitution. He produces feveral paflages from 


‘the noble author, in which, he thinks, a very difadyantageous 


reprefentation is made of the confequences of the revolution, 


‘andiof the prefent fate of thefe nations. Without entering 


upon a-laborious vindicaticn of our prefent conftitution and 
government, he obferves, -im gencral, that his lordfhip’s repre- 
2 fentutivns 
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fentations are highly exaggerated, and betray more of fpleer 
and difcontent, than of a true patriot {pirit, or generous con- 
cern for the publick; that fuch general odious refleions, 
which difcover a difpofition to find jault, and give. the mof 
malicious turn to every thing, feem not fo much intended for 
correéting and reGiifying abufes, as for inflaming the paffions 
of the people; and that the natural tendency of them is, if 
not to excite infurredtions, yet at leaft to weaken the go- 
vernment, expofe it to contempt, and deprive it of all fapport 
in the affections of the people. 

He likewife makes fome very juft obfervations upon what 
his lordfhip has advanced in his eighth letter, in relation te 
the peace of Utrecht; but the bounds we have affigned this 
article will not allow ustoenlarge. V4 


——— —_—" 





Art. xiv. 4 vindication of the ewidences and authenticity of the 
Gofpels, from the objections of the late lord Bolingbroke, in 
his Letters on the fiudy of hiftory. By Peter Whalley,, vicar 
of St. Sepulchre, in Northampton, and late fellow of St. 
John Baptift college in Qxford. 8vo..41s. Rivington. 


HE ingenious author of this fenfible and genteel. vindi- 
cation, introduces it with obferving that lord Boling- 
broke’s hypothefis, with refpe& to the infpiration of the old 
teftament, however fingular it appears, is far from being new, 
and that a partial or occafional in{piration of the fcripture is, 
in effect, no infpiration of it at all: fince, if the whole is 
not fuppofed to have paffed under the divine fuper-intendence, 
and infpection, we fhall be at as great a lofs to make the 
requifite diftin€tions, as we fhould be to frame or colleé& a 
religion for ourfelves, After this he proceeds to examine his 
lordfhip’s objections to the evidences and authenticity of the 
new teftament, to which alone he confines himfelf, and in 
the courle of this examination, he is naturally led to confider 
what is aliedged concerning thffe paflages of the gofpels that 
are to be found in the fathers of the firft century, which lord 
Bolingbroke feems to think were not taken from the gofpels 
which we now have, and though they are agreeable to what 
we read in our evangelifts, afks whether it will follow thet 
th¢fe fathers had the fame gojpels before them2 To this Mr. 
halley replies in the following manner. 
« I will take leave, in my turn, fays he, to propofe one 
* queftion: fince we read in the earlieft fathers, paflages of 
* the gofpels conformable to what we now read, will it < 
. * jow 
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‘Jow that 'thefe fathers had other, .or different gofpels before 
‘them? Becaufe the critics Longinus, or Dionyfius Halicar- 
‘ s, cite paflages from Homer, from Demofthenes, or 
‘ "ha, which are fimilar to what we now meet with in thofe 
‘ guthors; are we from thence to conclude, that they took 
‘ them from different or falfe copies, or that they quoted 
‘ them from the feveral writers, who are come down to us, 
‘and to whom they are refpedtively afcribed? I mention this 
‘ jiluftration with the greater ftrefs, becaufe it is attended 
‘ with fome circumftances that bear a very obvious fimilitude 
‘tothe point in queftion. Lord Bolingbroke was perhaps 
‘ unwilling to allow fuch paflages to be extracts from the 
¢ gofpels now in ufe, becaufe they did not literally agree with 
‘ what is exhibited in the books themfelves. He fhould 
‘ have confidered at the fame time, that fuch accuracy of 
¢ citation was far from being the practice of the earlier ages. 
‘ The fentiment of the paflage, was the thing principally 
‘ aimed at; and if that was preferved they were lefs folici- 
* tous in adhering to the author’s words. What is here re- 
‘ marked, is not peculiar to the chriftian fathers, it was the 
¢ univerfal cuftom of all antiquity. ‘The very reverend and 
‘ learned editor of Longinus (bifhop Pearce) declares, that 
* there is fcarce a paflage, throughout his whole difcourfe, 
€ that is an exact verbal citation from the writer it belongs to. 

‘ If this then was the cafe, even in. works of criticifm, 
‘ where the elegance and propriety of the remark depended 
* often on the ftrugture and arrangement of the words, why 
* fhould we infift on a more punétual accuracy, in what the 
* fathers quote from the writers of the gofpels ? or why fhould 
* we imagine, that fuch variations muft have been owing to 
* thefe fathers having had falfe gofpels before them, or to 
: their having drawn thofe paflages from unwritten tradi- 

tion? — 

* The four gofpels which we now receive, and thofe four 
* gofpels enly, were received by the fathers of the firft and 
* fecond centuries. By the latter they are cited exprefsly by 
‘name; and they are declared to be neither more nor leis 
“than four. It is not till towards the conclufion of the 
© fecond century, that we find any mention at all made. of 
* other gufpels. Of many, there is no mention. made, till 
* the third and fourth centuries, when the genuine gofpcls 
had been long exifting in the church, and were alone own- 
ed to be authentic and true. The fathers of thofe ages are 

alfo careful to diftinguifh them from the falfe gofpels at 
© that time in being ; and the paflages they take from thence, 
3 “ we 
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are particularly faid not to be found im any of the gofpels 
which the church receives. One of the earlieft we hear 
of, after thofe of the evangelifts, is the gofpel accordingto 
the Zgyptians : it is cited by Clemens of Mexandria, who 
died in the third century ; and he remarks, that the paffage 
which he cited was not to be found in any of the four 
gofpels. 

¢ But his lordfhip is diffatisfied, that the fathers of the firft 
century did not fpecify by name the particular evangelift, 
from whom the quotation is made; neither do they al- 
ways name the writers of the old teftament, whofe words 
they borrow.* Clemens Romanus introduceth in his epiftle 
many citations from the pfalms, the prophets, and the 
pentateuch, without any exprefs mention of the authors’ or 
the book. Many paflages from St. Paul’s epiftles are like- 
wife brought in, without informing us from whence ‘the 
are taken. Nor is itarule with St. Paul, or with the 
evangalifts themfelves, to refer their readers to the old tefta- 
ment for the feveral places they adopt from thence. 

¢ Jf his lordfhip will advance but one ftep further, he will 
find there is all the fatisfuétion to be had, that the moft in- 
quifitive, the moft ferupulous curiofity can defire. By ‘the 
fathers of the fecond century, exprefs teftimony is given to 
the credit and veracity of the gofpels: and the writers of 
each are mentioned, as the feveral compofers of the hifto- 
ries univerfally affign’d them. In Fuffin Mariyr, in Ire- 
meus, and in many others, we mect with divers paflages, 
from almoft every chapter of the four evangelifts. Whence 
then did the/e fathers receive them, but on the authority of 
the preceding age, whofe evidence they faw no motives to 
reject ? They faw convincing motives to believe and em- 
brace. The tradition of thofe apoftolical writers, C/- 
mens, Ignatius, and Polycarp, with the unanimous attefta- 
tion of the whole chriftian church, placed the authority of 
the gofpels beyond all fufpicion. Succeeding chriftians had 
no grounds of hefitation ; their enquiries were anfwered ; 
their faith confirm’d. 

* May I borrow a reflection of his lordfhip, not unappli- 
cable to the cafe before us? ** Divines, favs my lord, ob- 


*¢ ject in their difputes with atheifts, and they obje& very 
*¢ juftly, that thefe men require improper proofs, and then 
*§ cavil that fuch proofs are not furnifhed.”’ Something of 


‘ 


the fame kind may, I think, with equal juftice be objeéted 


® to his lordthip. He requires a multiplicity of exprefs proofs ; 
* where, in the nature of the thing, fuch proots are impofli- 
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¢ ble to be had; where they ought not with any reafon to.be 
< demanded or expected. His lordfhip knew, or might have 
‘ known, that the fathers of the firft century are few in 
« number ; that what remains to us of their writings, is in- 
‘ confiderable in bulk, hath been greatly injured by the hand 
© of time, and that the fubjects therein treated, did mot lead 
¢ them to enter on a formal proof of the authenticity of the 
é gofpels, or to vindicate the authority of their refpective au- 
: hats Epifiles wrote with reference to a particular event, 
© would very unaptly digrefs to an examination of the credit 
© and authenticity of the gofpels. ‘The circumftance did not 
‘ require, would by no means admit of it. Sufficient it is, 
‘ if verbal fimilitudes, or fhort detached precepts from the 
‘ evangelical hiftories, are to be found in any of them; if the 
‘ ftile and phrafeology of fuch epiftles feem to have been 
‘ formed by a familiar converfe with thofe facred writings. 
¢ Befides, it is to be confidered, that thefe apoftolical fathers 
‘ addreffed the churches under their care, by virtue of their 
‘ own authority ; and the precepts or directions, which thefe 
‘ churches were commanded to follow, received a fanétion 
‘ from the venerable character of the bifhop or the paftor 
‘ who enjoined them. Hence there was the defs neceffity, 

‘ there. was the lefs occafion to enforce the obfervance of 
‘fuch precepts by inferences or examples taken from the 
‘ hiftory of Jesus Curist. If then the authority of the 
© evangelifts was feldom urged, why fhould it be matter of 
* wonder, that their ames were concealed or omitted ? 

* But further, granting with his lordfhip, that falfe gofpels 

‘ are mentioned by the fathers, and the writers of ecclefiafti- 

‘ cal hiftory, doth not this imply, that the genuine and authen- 

* tic ones muft have firft exifted ? Had there been originally 

‘ no true coin, how could we complain of counterfeit and 

* falfe ? Was I to have afked his lordfhip, on what authority 
* he fo readily believes the accounts which are tranfmitted 

* us of thefe fpurious pieces, he would have anfwered, I pre- 
* fume on the authority of thofe ecclefiaftical writers who 
* have given us this intelligence, and whofe veracity he had 

* no reafon to miftruft or doubt. 

© But are not thefe the writers, who bear equal atteftation 
* to the true gofpels, and to the character of the real evan- 
* gelifts? Are not thefe the writers, who hold out to us the 
* torch of truth, and who precifely acquaint us with the dif- 
* ference which his lordfhip fpeaks of ? Whence could we 
* have known, that any pretended gofpels were made ufe of 
* by the antients, if the information of thefe authors had been 
I 4 * wanting? 
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wanting? If their teftimony then is relied on in the one 
cafe, what fhould induce us to refufe it in the other? Js 
the veracity of facts to be judged of as fancy or inclina, ° 
tion fhall dire€t us, or to be determined by the weight of 
evidence, and the harmony of opinions? I defire leave to 
ask, why was this diftinétion made, and perpetuated in 
writing? Was it not to prevent the faithful from being 
impofed on by the confident defigns of ignorance and fraud ? 
Was it not to fhew, which were to receive our affent, and 
which were the devices of impofture and craft? The. pris 
mitive chriftians regarded the fcriptures of the new tefta- 
ment as the great charter of that liberty, wherewith Chrift 
had made them free. It was incumbent on them therefore 
to be convinced, that what pretended to be a mandate 
from the king of kings, had really the fignature of heaven, 
They were concerned to afcertain the validity of their owp 
claims, and the reality of the rights conceded to them, 
This they were obliged to do; this they really did, Fay 
from believing, no previous enquiry being made, their exa- 
mination was adapted to the importance of the fubject, and 
the merits of the caufe to be difcufled. The refult of thei 
refeasches we know : what was proved to be divine, was 
received with reverential, gratitude; what was gifcovered 
to be otherwife, was rejected with a mark of reprobation, 
Thus Fu/ebius, a very learned and acute, as well as early 
critic, placeth the four gofpels in tie number of thofe facred 
€ pieces, whofe authority had never been difputed.’ , 
Having offered the above-mentioned arguments with sef- 
pect to the external evidences of the gofpels, our author now 
proceeds to thofe which are internal; to thofe which are fure 
nifhed by the ftile and compofition, and the manner of the 
narration itfelf. But by the fpecimen already given our rea- | 
ders may form a proper notion of the whole performance. 
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Art. xv. 4 new treatife of the G)aucoma, or Catarad. 
By Silvefter 6 Halloran of Limerick, /urgeon, Dublin. 
Printed by S. Powel, 8vo, 3s. 6d. dalf bound. 2 


H 1S performance is dedicated to Dr, Mead, but with 

too little delicacy to enhance the value of the prefent; 
and we muft credit the author for more ingenuity than ad- 
drefs too, in acknowledging, that the college of phyficians at 
Dublin declined approving his work, which he does not fecm 
to msention for their honour, But having refolved it fhould 
not 
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not appear without fome recommendation, he has very liberal; 
ly conferred his own upon it, and befpoke the applaufe of 
many others, as he informs his patron ; ¢ that however beaten 
¢ the fubjet was, his pains have been amply rewarded by the 
‘ difcoveries he has made, --- and he doubts not, but his at- 
¢ tempt to refcue this branch of phyfick from the hands of 
‘ empiricks, will meet with the applaufe of se phy fician and 
¢ furgeon.’ He repeats the impostance of the € difcoveries in 
along preface ; where, for a {pecimen of his diftinguifbing 
faculty, he calls Hovius’s difcovery of the veffels of the eye 
(for which he fays the learned world is much indebted to 
him) an enquiring into the firft caufes of things, which he 


cenfures, as tending to retard the perfeétion of phyfick. A 


lift of his imaginary difcoveries follows, which difcevers 

are very fhort of the 17 he enumerates. Briffzaw and others 
are honeftly acknowledged, p. 5 and 6, asthe firft difcoverers 
of his firft difcovery, viz. That the cataract is an opacity of 
the cryftalline.--- And this is the cafe of many of the reft, 
One difcovery is, that the vitreous humour is not furrounded 
by any proper membrane: yet page 43, he fays, the vitreous 
humour is covered by a very fine membrane, which is com- 
pofed of two /amina ; and in p. 49, he proves the exiftence 


of its inferior /amina, the aranoides, which invefts the rap? al 


cave part of the vitreous humour, and the pofterior part o 
the cryftalline, againft Briggs, by the authority of Winflow, 
who feparated the two /amine with a common fcalpel. We 
might imagine here, he meant the vitreous humour had no 
proper coat or membrane; becavfe, as its anterior part is 
extended over the cryftalline humour, it might be called their 
common membrane; but this is contrary to what he fays 
p- 69, 70, where * he fuppofes the membrane, which fur- 
*. rounds the crvftalline, to be but an expanfion from the pro- 
* ceffus ciliares.” We had a little before obferved the vitreous 
humour to be a pretty denfe body, and immediately added, 
‘ there was no vifible membrane to cover it, for what fur- 
* rounds it, fayshe, is but a fort of a skin, [this muft he 
‘ fomehow membranous] which is nothing elfe but a con- 
* tinuation of itfelf, as the white of an egg forms a fort of 
‘ covering, when expofed to the air.” We think he means 
here, that the vitreous humour is not involved in another 
Membrane within its coat, But as it is expreffed on the 
Whole, we cannot penetrate whether he has difcovered it to 
have acoat'or no coat; or difcovered both. Somie of his 
Piisoveries are difficult for any body not to make; fuch as 
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* chriftian religion ts founded; yet we have feveral teftinto- 
nies from them, that contribute ffot a little to the confir- 
mation of thofe facts. Befides which, what ought to have 
great weight with us, we have’ the teftimony of perfons 
who were once Jews or heathens, and ftrongly prejudiced 

againft the chriftian fyftem, who yet, upon the convincin 
evidence they had of thofe faéts, were themfelves brought 
over to the religion of Jefus. Of fuch perfons there were 
great numbers even in the fir age, the age in which the 
faéts were done, and in which they had the beft opportu- 
nity of enquiring ito the truth and certainty of them. 
But there could not be a more remarkable inftance of this 
kind than the apoftle Paul. Never was there any man 
more flrongly prejudiced againft chriftianity than he: which 
had carried him fo far, that he was very active in perfeeuting 
the profeffors of it, and thought that in doing fo he had 
done God good fervice. He was at the fame timea perfon 
of great parts and acutenefs, and who had a learned educa- 
tion ; yet he was brought over to the chriftian faith by 2 
divine power and evidence, which he was not able to re- 
fift; and thenceforth did more than any other of the apoftles 
to propagate the religion of ‘Fe/us; though thereby he not 
only forfeited all his hopes of wordly intereft and advance- 
ment, but expofed himfelf to a: fécceffion of the moft grie- 
vous reproaches, perfecutions and fufferings ; all which he 
bore with an invincible conftancy, and even with a divine 
exultation and joy. In his admirable epiftles, which were 
undeniably written in the firft age of chriftianity, and than 
which no writings can bear more uncontefted marks of ge- 
nuine purity and integrty, there are continual references 
to the principal facts recorded in the gofpels, as of un- 
doubted truth and certainty. And it manifeftly appeareth, 
that great miracles were then wrought in the name of 
Fefus ; and that extraordmary gifts were poured forth upon 
the difciples. And why fhould not his teftimony in fa- 
vour of chriftianity be of the greateft force? Muft it be 
difregarded, beeaufe of his turning chriftian? 7. e. becaufe 
he was fo convinced of thofe facts by the ftrongelt evidence; 
that it over-ruled all his prejudices, and brought him ovet 
to chriftianity, i oppofition to all his former notions, in- 
clinations, and intereft ? Whereas it is this very thing that 
giveth his teftimony a peculiar force. And if he had not 
turned ,chriftian, ‘his teftimony in favour of chriftianity; if 
© he had given any, would not have had fo great weight, as 
* being infuSicient for his own conviction > or it would ace 
I ‘ becn 
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© been rejected as a forgety, under pretence that he could 
* not fay and believe fuch things without embracing the chri- 
¢ ftian faith,’ 

Our author clofes what he fays on this fubje&t in the fol 
lowing manner. ‘ Thus have I confidered what the.late 
‘ Jord Bolingbroke hath. offered in: thefe letters againft the 
‘ authority of the holy fcripture, and the chriftian religions 
‘ as far as may be neceflary to take off the force of the ob- 
¢ jections he hath raifed againft it, and which feem to have 
‘ nothing in them proportioned to the unufual confidence 
‘ with which they are advanced. It is hard fo fee what 
‘ good end could-be propofed by fuch an attempt. But per- 
‘ haps it may,thought an advantage, that by ‘§ difco- 
‘“* vering erfor in firft principles founded upon faéts, and 
‘* breaking the charm, the inchanted caftle, the fteepy rock, 
*¢ the burning lake, will difappear.’’—And there are perfons, 
‘ no. doubt, that would be well-pleafed to fee it proved, that 
‘ chriftianity is no better than delufion and inchantment ; and 
* particularly that the wicked have nothing to fear frotn the 
* burning lake, fome apprebenfions of which may probably 
* tend to make them uneafy.in their vicious courfes. But [ 
‘ fhould think, that a true lover of virtue, and of mankind, 
‘ who impartially confiders the purity of the gofpel-morals, 
‘ the excellent tendency of its doGtrines and precepts, and the 
‘power of its motives for engaging men to the practice of 
‘ piety and virtue, and deterring them from vice and wicked- 
‘nels, will be apt to look upon it.as a very ill employment to 
* endeavour to expofe this religion to contempt, and to fet 
* bad men free from the wholefome terrors it infpires; and 
* deprive good men of the fublime hopes and facred joys it 
* yields. But chriftianity hath withftood much more formi- 
* dable attacks ; and will, I doubt not, continue to approve 
¢ itfelf to thofe that examine it, and the evidences by which 
* it is eftablithed, with minds free. from vicious prejudices, 
* and with that fincerity and fimplicity of heart, that feriouf- 
* nefs and attention, which becomes them in an affair of 
* fuch vaft importance.’ | 

The dogtor comes now, in the laft place, to confider. the 
télections, which lord Bolingbroke, in his letterss has cait up- 
on our civil conftitution. He produces feveral pafleges fram 
‘the noble author, in which, he thinks, a very difadvantageous 
reprefentation is made of the confequences of the revolution, 
“and of the prefent fate of thefe. nations. Without entering 
upon a-laborious vindicaticn of our prefent conftitution and 
Sovernment, he obferves, im general, that his lordfhip’s repre- 
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fentations are highly exaggerated, and betray more of fpleer 
and difcontent, than of a true patriot {pirit, or generous con- 
cern for the publick; that fuch general odious. refletions, 
which difcover a difpofition to find jault, and give. the moft 
malicious turn to every thing, feem not fo much intended for 
correéting and retifying abufes, as for inflaming the paffions 
of the people; and that the natural tendency of them is, if 
not to excite infurreCtions, yet at leaft to weaken the go- 
vernment, expofe it to contempt, and deprive it of all fapport 
in the affections of the people. 

He likewife makes fome very juft obfervations upon what 
his lordfhip has advanced in his eighth letter, in relation to 
the peace of Utrecht; but the bounds we have afligned this 
article will not allow ustoenlarge. VA . 


- 





Art. xiv. 4 vindication of the ewidences and authenticity of the 
Gofpels, from the objections of the late lord Bolingbroke, in 
bis Letters on the fiudy of hiftory. By Peter Whalley, vicar 
of St. Sepulchre, in Northampton, and late fellow of St. 

ohn Baptift college in Qxford. 8vo..4s. Rivington. 


H E ingenious author of this fenfible and gentecl. vindi- 
cation, introduces it with obferving that lord Boling- 
broke’s hypothefis, with refpect to the infpiration of the old 
teftament, however fingular it appears, is far from being new, 
and that a partial or occafional infpiration of the fcripture is, 
in effect, no infpiration of it at all: fince, if the whole is 
not fuppofed to have paffed under the divine fuper-intendence, 
and infpeétion, we fhall be at as great a lofs to make the 
requifite diftin&tions, as we fhould be to frame or colleé& a 
religion for ourfelves. After this he proceeds to examine his 
lordfhip’s objections to the evidences and authenticity of the 
new teftament, to which alone he confines himfelf, and in 
the courle of this examination, he is naturally led to confider 
what is alledged concerning thffe paflages of the gofpels that 
are to be found in the fathers of the firft century, which lord 
‘Bolingbroke feems to think were not taken from the gofpels 
which we now have, and though they are agreeable to what 
we read in our evangelifts, afks whether it will follow that 
th¢fe fathers had the fame gojpels before them2 To this Mr. 
halley replies in the following manner. 
‘ I will take leave, in my turn, fays he, to propofe one 
* queftion: fince we read in the earlieft fathers, paflages of 
* the gofpels. conformable to what we now read, will it i 
, * low 
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‘Jow that ‘thefe fathers’had other, .or different gofpels before 
‘ them? Becaufe the critics Longinus, or Dionyfius Halicar- 
‘ naffens, cite paflages from Homer, from Demofthenes, or 
¢ Plato, which are fimilar to what we now meet with in thofe 
¢ authors; are we from thence to conclude, that they took 
‘ them from different or falfe copies, or that they quoted 
¢ them from the feveral writers, who are come down to us, 
‘and to whom they are refpectively afcribed? I mention this 
‘ iuftration with the greater ftrefs, becaufe it is attended 
¢ with fome circumftances that bear a very obvious fimilitude 
‘to the point in queftion. Lord Bolingbroke was perhaps 
‘ unwilling to allow fuch paflages to be extracts from the 
¢ gofpels now in ufe, becaufe they did not literally agree with 
¢ what is exhibited in the books themfelves. He fhould 
‘ have confidered at the fame time, that fuch accuracy of 
¢ citation was far from being the practice of the earlier ages. 
‘ The fentiment of the paflage, was the thing principally 
‘ aimed at; and if that was preferved they were lefs folici- 
* tous in adhering to the author’s words, What is here re- 
‘ marked, is not peculiar to the chriftian fathers, it was the 
‘ univerfal cuftom of all antiquity. The very reverend and 
‘ learned editor of Longinus (bifhop Pearce) declares, that 
* there is fcarce a paflage, throughout his whole difcourfe, 
€ that is an exact verbal citation from the writer it belongs to. 
© If this then was the cafe, even in. works of criticifm, 
‘ where the elegance and propriety of the remark depended 
* often on the ftruaure and arrangement of the words, why 
* fhould we infift on a more punétual accuracy, in what the 
* fathers quote from the writers of the gofpels ? or why fhould 
* we imagine, that fuch variations muft have been owing to 
* thefe fathers having had falfe gofpels before them, orto 
their having drawa thofe paflages from unwritten tradi- 
tion? — 
‘ The four gofpels which we now receive, and. thofe four 
* gofpels enly, were received by the fathers of the firft and 
* fecond centuries. By the latter they are cited exprefsly by 
* name; and they are declared to be neither more nor lets 
“than four. It is not till towards the conclufion of the 
fecond century, that we find any mention at all made. of 
other gufpels. Of many, there is no mention made, tiil 
the third and fourth centuries, when the genuine gofpcls 
had been long exifting in the church, and were alone own- 
ed to be authentic and true. The fathers of thofe ages are 
alfo careful to diftinguith them from the falfe gofpels at 
* that time in being ; and the paflages they take from thence, 
3 ‘ ae 


-~ - en 


~ ium 2 9 









naanaenenae * 


ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 


rn FHA ek KF HF KF OR HH KH HR OH 







"18 The MONTHLY REVIEW, 


are particularly faid not to’be found im any of the gofpels 
which the church receives, One of the earlieft we hear 
of, after thofe of the evangelifts, is the got according to 
the Zgyptians : it is cited by Clemens of Alexandria, ‘who 
died in the third century ; and he remarks, that the paffage 
which he cited was not to be found in any of the four 
gofpels. 

¢ But his lordfhip is diffatisfied, that the fathers of the firft 
century did not fpecify by name the particular evangelift, 
from whom the quotation is made; neither do they al- 
ways name the writers of the old teftament, whofe words 
they borrow.* Clemens Romanus introduceth in his epiftle 
many citations from the pfalms, the prophets, and the 
pentateuch, without any exprefs mention of the authors’ or 
the book. Many paflages from St. Paul's epiftles are like- 
wife brought in, without informing us from whence ‘the 
are taken. Nor is itarule with St. Paul, or with the 
evangelifts themfelves, to refer their readers to the old tefta- 
ment for the feveral places they adopt from thence. 

* If his lordthip will advance but one ftep further, he will 
find there is all the fatisfuétion to be had, that the moft in- 
quifitive, the moft ferupulous curiofity can defire. By “the 
fathers of the fecond century, exprefs teftimony is given to 
the credit and veracity of the gofpels: and the writers of 
each are mentioned, as the feveral compofers of the hifto- 
ries univerfally affign’d them. In Fu/ftn Mariyr, in Ire- 
neus, and in many others, we mect with divers paflages, 
from almoft every chapter of the four evangelifts. Whence 
then did the/e fathers receive them, but on the authority of 
the preceding age, whofe evidence they faw no motives to 
reject ? They faw convincing motives to believe and em- 
brace. The tradition of thofe apoftolical writers, Cie- 
mens, Ignatius, and Polycarp, with the unanimous attefta- 
tion of the whole chriftian church, placed the authority of 
the gofpels beyond all fufpicion. Succeeding chriftians had 
no grounds of hefitation ; their enquiries were anfwered ; 
their faith confirm’d. 

* May I borrow a refle&tion of his lordfhip, not ‘unappli- 


* cable to the cafe before us? ** Divines, favs my lord, ob- 
*¢ ject in their difputes with atheifts, and they obje& very 
‘* juftly, that thefe men require improper proofs, and then 
** cavil that fuch proofs are not furnifhed.”” Something of 


‘ 


the fame kind may, I think, with equal juftice be objeéted 


* to his lordthip.. He requires a multiplicity of exprefs proofs ; 
* where, in the nature of the thing, fuch proofs are impofii- 
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¢ ble to be had; where they ought not with any reafon to.be 
<« demanded or expected. His lordfhip knew, or might have 
‘ ‘known, that the fathers of the firft century are few in 
< number ; that what remains to us of theit writings, is in- 
‘ confiderable in bulk, hath been greatly injured by the hand 
© of time, and that the fubjeéts therein treated, did mot lead 
¢ them to enter on a rte proof of the authenticity of the 
‘ gofpels, or to vindicate the authority of their refpective au- 
. i Epiftles wrote with reference to a particular event, 
¢ would very unaptly digrefs to an examination of the credit 
© and authenticity of the gofpels. ‘The circumftance did not 
‘ gequire, would by no means admit of it. Sufficient it is, 
¢ if verbal fimilitudes, or fhort detached precepts from the 
‘ evangelical hiftories, are to be found in any of ‘them ; if the 
‘ ftile and phrafeology of fuch epiftles feem to have been 
© formed by a familiar converfe with thofe facred writings. 
¢ Befides, it is to be confidered, that thefe apoftolical fathers 
© addreffed the churches under their care, by virtue of their 
« own authority ; and the precepts or directions, which thefe 
© churches were commanded to follow, received a fanétion 
€ from the venerable character of the bifhop or the paftor 
‘ who enjoined them. Hence there was the defs neceffity, 
‘ there. was the lefs occafion to enforce the obfervance of 
* fuch precepts by inferences or examples taken from the 
‘ hiftory of Jesus Curist. If then the authority of the 
* evangelifts was feldom urged, why fhould it be matter of 
* wonder, that their names were concealed or omitted? 
‘ But further, granting with his lordfhip, that falfe gofpels 
‘ are mentioned by the fathers, and the writers of ecclefiafti- 
‘ cal hiftory, doth not this imply, that the genuine and authen- 
* t¢ ones muft have firf exifted ? Had there been originally 
* no true coin, how could we complain of counterfeit and 
* falfe ? Was I to have afked his lordihip, on what authority 
“ he fo readily believes the accounts which are tranfmitted 
* us of thefe {purious pieces, he would have anfwered, I pre- 
* fume on the authority of thofe ecclefiaftical writers who 
* have given us this intelligence, and whofe. veracity he had 
* no reafon to miftruft or doubt. 
© But are not thefe the writers, who bear equal atteftation 
* to the true gofpels, and to the character of the real evan- 
: gelifts? Are not thefe the writers, who hold out to us the 
torch of truth, and who precifely acquaint us with the dif- 
ference which his lordfhip fpeaks of ? Whence could we 
have known, that any pretended gofpels were made ufe of 
* by the antients, if the information of thefe authors had been 
I 4 * wanting? 
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* wanting? If their teftimony then is relied on in the one 
* cafe, what fhould induce us to refufe it in the other? Is 
* ‘the veracity of facts to be juclged of as fancy or inclina, ° 
* tion fhall dire&t us, or to be determined by the weight of 
® evidence, and the harmony of opinions? I defire leave to 
* ask, why was this diftintion made, and perpetuated in 
* writing? Was it not to prevent the faithful from being 
*.impofed on by the confident defigns of ignorance and fraud? 
€ Was it not to fhew, which were to receive our aflent, and 
* which were the devices of impofture and craft? The. pri- 
© mitive chriftians regarded the fcriptures of the new tefta- 
© ment as the great charter of that liberty, wherewith Chrift 
© had made them free. It was incumbent on them therefore 
* to be convinced; that what pretended to be a mandate 
* from the king of kings, had really the fignature of heaven, 
© They were concerned to afcertain the validity of their owa 
© claims, and the reality of the rights conceded to them, 
© This they were obligedto do; this they really did, Fag 
© from believing, no previous enquiry. being made, their exa- 
© mination was adapted to the importance of the fubjeét, and 
© the merits of the caufe to be difcufled. The refult of theiy 
¢ refeasches we know : what was proved to be divine, was 
* received with reverential, gratitude ; what was gifcovered 
© to be otherwife, was rejected with a mark of reprobation, 
“Thus £u/ebius, a very learned and acute, as well as early 
© critic, placeth the four gofpels in tie number of thofe facred 
€ pieces, whofe authority had never been difputed.’ , 
Having offered the above-mentioned arguments with sef- 
St to the external evidences of the gofpels, our author now 
proceeds to thofe which are internal; to thofe which are fur- 
nifhed by the ftile and compofition, and the manner of the 
narration itfelf, But by the fpecimen already given our rea- 
ders may form a proper notion of the whole performance. 





nn 4 


Art. xv. 4 new treatife of the G)aucoma, or Cataraé. 
By Silvefter 6 Halloran of Limerick, /wrgeon, Dublin. 
Printed by S. Powel, 8vo, 3s. 6d. balf bound. : 


H1S performance is dedicated to Dr, Mead, but with 

too little delicacy to enhance the value of the prefent; 

and we muft credit the author for more ingenuity than ad- 
drefs too, in acknowledging, that the college of phyficians at 
Dudlin declined approving, his work, which he does not fecm 
to msention for their honour, But having refolved it fhould 
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not appear without fome recommendation, he has very liberal; 
ly conferred his own upon it, and befpoke the applaufe of 
many others, as he informs his patron ; ‘ that however beaten 
‘ the fubjeét was, his pains have been amply rewarded by the 
‘ difcoveries he has made, --- and he doubts not, but his at- 
¢ tempt to refcue this branch of phyfick from the hands of 
‘ empiricks, will meet with the applaufe of every phyfician and 
‘ furgeon.’ He repeats the importance of thete difcoveries in 
a long preface; where, for a {pecimen of his diftinguifbing 
faculty, he calls Hovius’s difcovery of the veflels of the eye 
(for which he fays the learned world is much indebted to 
him) an enquiring into the firft caufes of things, which he 


cenfures, as tending to retard the perfeétion of phyfick. A 


lift of his imaginary difcoveries follows, which difcevers 

are very fhort of the 17 he enumerates. Brifféaw and others 
are honeftly acknowledged, p. 5 and 6, asthe firft difcoverers 
of his firft difcovery, viz. That the cataract is an opacity of 
the cryftalline.---And this is the cafe of many of the reft, 
One difcovery is, that the vitreous humour is not furrounded 
by any proper membrane: yet page 43, he fays, the vitreous 
humour is covered by a very fine membrane, which is com- 
pofed of two lamina ; and in p. 49, he proves the exiftence 


of its aapetee lamina, the aranoides, which invefts the se Ae 


cave part of the vitreous humour, and the pofterior part 
the cryftalline, againft Briggs, by the authority of Winflow, 
who feparated the two /amine with a common {calpel. We 
might imagine here, he meant the vitreous humour had no 
proper coat or membrane; becavfe, as its anterior part is 
extended over the cryftalline humour, it might be called their 
common membrane; but this is contrary to what he fays 
p. 69, 70, where * he fuppofes the membrane, which fur- 
*. rounds the crvftalline, to be but an expanfion from the pro- 
* ceffus ciliares” We had a little before obferved the vitreous 
humour to be a pretty denfe body, and immediately added, 
‘ there was no vifible membrane to cover it, for what fur- 
* rounds it, fayshe, is but a fort of a skin, [this muft be 
‘.fomehow membranous] which is nothing elfe but a con- 
* tinuation of itfelf, as the white of an egg forms a fort of 
* covering, when expofed to the air.” We think he means 
bere, that the vitreous humour is not involved in another 
membrane within its coat. But as it is exprefled on the 
whole, we cannot penetrate whether he has difcovered it to 
have a coat‘or no coat; or difcovered both. Somie of his 
Piisoveries are difficult for any body not to make; fuch as 
"~~ that, 
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that, obvious to every boxer, of a mufcle’s being contracta- 
ble in different degrees. 

He difcovers the cryftalline lens to have no adherence, as 
he ‘calls it, with the ligamentum ciliare. Now by the Jens 
here he muft mean its involving capfula, as he agrees with 
Petit and moft writers on the eye, that the /eus itfelf floats 
in a little diaphanous lymph within its cap/ula, without the 
leaft attachment to any folid part. But to the confufion of 
this difcovery, he fays, p. 53, 54. ‘* However, I muft not 
* omit mentioning, I once fhewed the pofterior part of this 
« membrane (the cryftalline cap/ula) entirely fpread over with 
© blood-veffels. They took their rife by fome little branches 
* from the ligamentum ciliare.”” And his reference H to the 
fourth figure of the eye fays, ‘ the capfula is lodged in the 
* vitreous humour, to whichit is fixed by its membrane rifing 
* from the iigamentum ciliare.’ This feems to be a pretty plain 
acknowledgment of a vafcular and membranous connection : 
yet this he ftrongly denies afterwards, in oppofition to 
the truly ingenious Dr. Porterfield, and othet eminent writers. 
He denies the exiftence of the circular fibres, or /phinéter of 
the xvea, without which /phinéer the pupil muft be continually 
dilated. He might as juftly have denied that any extenfor 
mufcle had its flexor ; or affirmed, there was any /phindter 
without its antagonift. Undoubtedly thefe circular fibres . are 
very fmall, and may be even indiftin&, as Ruyfch terms them; 
but this is not contefting their exiftence. A writer of this turn 
might with equal confiftence difcover the brain to be no fe- 
cretory organ, becaufe he could not difcern the cavities of its 
intimate texture. He fays, p. 49. if you infufe an eye in 
fpirits of wine, or any other acid menftruum, &'c. He is 
certainly the firft difcoverer of the acidity of fpirit of wine and 
yet has modeftly omitted it in bis lift. His reafons againt 
Koreotomy, as formerly propofed, are one difcovery; and his 
propos’d operation for it is another difcovery, and an anato- 
mical one too. ' But difcoveries, like life itfelf, may be che- 
quered; fome difcoveries, fome reveries ! 

Yet to be as juft to the work as truth will permit us, we 
fincerely credit the author, even when he tells us he has with 
incredible labour and perfeyerance purfued the attempt. He 
feems indeed to have intended a complete difcuffion of his 
fubject, and to have diligently emploved his utmoft talents 
and acquirements to that purpofe. What could man intend or 
do more? He has perus’d feveral authors. on the occafion, 
and particularly many ingenious Freach writers, who have 

confidered 
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eonfidered the eyes, their fuhtions, ‘aiid affections, with great 
attention ; and he has not feldom endeavoured to expofe the 
ofcitancy and overfight of many famous men. The fingle 
misfortune is, that we are not always adequate to the exe- 
cution of our moft laudable intentions. ' , 

But we have fometimes feen treatifes on phyfical fubjeéts, 
that manifefted but little fcience; and yet, befides a plaufible 
connection, by the advantage of ftyle, and propriety of ex- 
preffion, they read wel/, as the phrafe is; and fo may im- 
prefs all, but very egiine NOES» with a Boo! opinion of 
the 'writer’s knowledge. e are concerned that even this 
is not the cafe of the prefent performance; though the author 
is at no {mall pains to difplay his pretenfions to a variety of 
languages. ‘Trhus in the Greek etymology of the word cata- 
ract, he expoutids the fubftantive xspas a horn, by cornea, 
horny, ‘in'the feminine termination, to make it agree with 
tunica: and after repeating vwroxuya twice, for the fubffantive 
vmexuua, fuffufio, the firft being no word at all, he tranflates 
it by the infinitive mood, Jiquefacere, to melt or diffolve, to 
whieh it has not the leaft relation here, as a cataract is an 
opacity, rather from fome kind of coagulation. Boerhaave, 
and‘other eminent phyficians, having fometimes made ufe of 
Greek chara&ters for diftinguifhing the fubdivifions of certain 
paragraphs, an ambition of out-doing has firft infpired this 
author to feize on the Hebrew alphabet for references’ to one 
of his plates of the eyes. Thefe plates, he tells us, in his pre- 
face, he took care to have finifhed in the moft exaét manner. 
Our readers however muft have feen better wooden fculp- 
ture; and the artift, fcorning to be too exattly confined to 
fach ftiff fquare letters, bias tranfculpt them into no ‘letters at 
all, unlefs they refemble the firft effays of children at a write 
ing-fchool, or fome figns of the conftellations in an old ‘alma- 
nack, Mr. @ Halloran, to thew his French too, repeatedly 
direéts his meer Englifh reader, in that language, to a French 
author, as at p. 6. Voyex fa letre, eu il demontre, &c. And 
indeed it is not improbable, he may underftand it the beft of 
the two, as he often wants Englifh Idiom and Grammar 
whence his fentences are fometimes irrelative and {carcely in- 
telligible ; neither are his very inferences always confequen- 
tial.” Yet after all, if the Engl is not his vernacular lan- 
Binge great allowance muft be made for it. 

e chufe to contraé this article confiderably (in compari- 
fon to the fize of the book and ufefulnefs of the fubject itfelf) 
as we expatiate with the moft pleafure on fuch as challenge 
eur commendation moft; and difpenfe with any abftra& or 
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long quotation here, as they could but little entertain or in-. 


ftruét our readers, who are curious on the fubject. But if our 
prefent very warrantable judgment of this piece fhould excite 
the author to a ftriét revifal and amendment of. it, in matter 
and manner; or to more confiftence and propriety in any 
future one, we fhall rejoice in our ability of rendering him 
more ufeful to others and himfelf, as he feems to have fome 
application : and we have the lef occafion to apologize for 
taking any juft freedom with his work, as he has repeatedly, 
and fometimes impolitely, tax’d writers, defervedly eminent, 
with a want of penetration, to magnify hisown. Some per- 
fons have imagined the fcheme of a Literary Review might be 
fo conduéted, as to give general fatisfaction and no offence. 
The great number, and difference, of books publifhed convince 
us it is impoffible to do this with integrity and tafte: and 
were we to feek every occafion of palliating error, crudity 
and nonfenfe, we apprehend our approbation of pieces of 
true merit muft foon dwindle into an infipidity and infignifi- 
cance, equally prejudicial to our reputation and intereft. 


weeie “ts 


_ Art. xvi. Memoirs of feveral ladies of Great Britains whe 
have been celebrated for their writings, or frill in the learned 
language, arts or ferences. By George Ballard, of Magd. 
Coll. Oxon. Printed for the author in one vol. 4to. 427 


pages. 


S biography is undoubtedly one of the moft ufeful and 

entertaining kinds of writing within the whole compafs 
of literature, fo we find that the lives of eminent or worthy 
perfons are generally, and defervedly, well received by the 
public: of which we have here a new inftance, added to the 
many of prior date that it would be needlefs*to cite, in mr. 
Ballard’s memoirs ; a work that has not wanted the affiftance, 
and encouragement due to fo commendable an undertaking. 
For the author printed it by fubfcription, and the lift of 
thofe who contributed towards the {upport of this defign, is 
fuch as does honour both to him and them. 

This indefatigable compiler, to ufe a favourite word of his 
own, was induced to engage in the work now before us, from 
a laudable refentment of the great negleét of our biographers 5 
of whom he complains, thar they have over-looked, and pafled 
by in filence, ‘ many ingenious women of this nation, who 
* were really pofleffed of a great fhare of learning, and have 
* no doubt, in their time, been famous for it ;’ but who are 
neverthelels 
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peverthelefs unknown to the public, thro’ the remifsnefs of 

e.writers } to whom however, we are not lefs obliged fot 
tie they have done, than we are to mr. Ballard for endea- 
vouring, in fome meafure, to fupply their omiffions. And 
we have only to lament that this learned gentleman’s plan 
(which takes in feveral lives inferted in other cojleG&tions) was 
not extenfive enough to include a complete account of all thofe 
eminent Britifh ladies, from the earlieft ages down to the 
prefent time, whofe literary accomplifhments have entitled 
them to this honour. How far his defign has earried him, 
will appear from.the lift we fhall give of the perfons whofe 
memoirs he has here collected. 

The reafon affigned by our author for having carried his 
enquiries no farther back than the fourteenth century, is, that 
all that could well be collected .of fuch learned Britifh wo- 
men as lived before.that period, hath been already commu- 
nicated. to the world by bilhop Zanmer. Thofe whofe me- 
moirs are here offered to the publick, he has placed-in the 
order of time in which they lived ; omitting none, he af- 
fures us, of whom he could procure fufficient materials. Per- 
haps it may be imputed.to him as a fault, that he did not 
omit fome whofe names he has too induftriufly refcued from 
oblivion ; to the trial, as we apprehend, of the patience of 
many of his readers, who may pofhbly at the fame time, and 
not without fome degree of refentment, obferve, that fo ex- 
traordinary a genius, and fo excellent a woman as mrs. Cock- 
burn *, is wholly unnoticed in this work. 

The following is a lit of the perfons whofe memoirs are 
contained in mr. Baliard’s book. 

I. Fultana of Norwich ;, who lived the life of an anchorite, 
in the reign of Edward II. and wrote a book of her own re- 
velations, which was publifhed in 1670, by one Creffj, a 
Romifh pricft, who gives it, and its author, the higheft com- 
mendations in his preface. 

Il. Fuliana Barnes, alias Berners; an Effex lady, and pri- 
orefs of Sopewe/l nunnery. She flourifhed, fays the author, 
about the year 1460. She was well {killed in hawking, 
hunting, fithing, and heraldry, and wrote treatifes on thofe 
lubjects ; which were fo well efteemed, that they were pub- 
lithed in the very infancy of the art of printing. 

Ill, Margery Kempe. Of this perfon and her writings Our 
author has been able to collect very little, further than that 


» ® See an abftraét of her life, with fome accocant of her works, 
M our Review, vol. v. 
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fhe wrote an enthufiaftical bonk, the title of which he fetg 
down. She is placed, in the order of time, next to Fuliana 
Barnes; and feems to have been as noted for her religious 
zeal, as the-priorefs was for the manly exercife of hunting. 

IV. Margoret countefs of Richmond and Derby,. was 
daughter and heir of John Beaufort, duke of Sqmerfet, (grand- 
fon to Fohn of Gaunt) and mother to K. Henry VI. She 
feems to have been more remarkable for her great piety than 
her learning ; fhe tranflated two French books of devotion 
into Englifb. TED 

V. Queen Catharine, wife of Henry VIE. commonly called 
Catharine of Spain. We are told that this unfortunate queen 
was not only learned herfelf, but was a patronefs of learned 
men’: however we do not find that fhe writ any thing. 

VI. Elizabeth Lucar, born in 1510. She was remarka+ 
ble for her {kill in mufick, and in the Latin, ltalian and Spa- 
nifh languages. 

VII. Margaret Roper, the eldeft daughter of the great fir 
Thomas Moore; a mott ingenious and amiable lady. Her. life 
is one of the moft entertaining and affecting in the whole vo- 
lume. : | 

VIII. Anne Afkew, daughter of fir William Afkew of Lin- 
colnfbire ; the was one of the proteftant martyrs in the bloody 
reign of queen Mary. 

1X. Queen Catharine Parr, wife of Henry VIII; a learn- 
ed and pious princefs, author of feveral books of devotion. 

X. Lady ‘Jane Gray; whofe amiable charaéter, and la- 
mented cataftrophe are too well known to need further men- 
tion here. 

XI. Lady Elizabeth Fane. Author of a book entitled lady 
Elizabeth Fane’s 21 pfalms, and 102 proverbs. Printed by 
Robert Crowland, London 1550, 8vo. Neither this lady’s fa- 
mily, or the time when fhe lived, are afcertained. 

XII. Mary countets of Arundel ; a learned lady in the time 
of Henry VIII. She was the wife of Henry Howard earl o 
Arundel, 

XIII. Lady Yoanna Lumiey ; eldeft daughter and co-heirels 
of Henry Fiiz-Allan, earl of Arundél, and firft wite of “Fobn 
lord Lumley, who died in 1609. ‘She tranflated feveral ora- 
tions of J/scrates into Latin, and the Iphigenia of Euripides 
into Engliph. , 

XIV. Lady Mary. Howard, fecond daughter of Henry Fits- 
Allan, ear\ of Arundel, and firtt wise of lord Themas Howard 
duke of Nirfiik. She died.in 15575 and is here-mentioned 
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ow account of her tranflating out of Greek into Latin, Certain 
ingenious fentences colletted out of various authors. 

XV. Queen Mary; who, tho’ a bigot to the church of 
Rome, and a cruel perfecutor of her proteftant fubjects, was 
far from being an illiterate woman. She tranflated the firft 
volume of Erafmus’s paraphrafe upon the new. teftament. 
London 1548; folio. 

XVI. Lady Anne, lady Margaret, and lady Fane Seymour : 
three fifters, illuftrious, fays our author for their learning in 
the 16th century. He does not pretend abfolutely to afcertain 
who thefe ladies were, with refpeét.to their defcent and fami- 
ly ; but conjectures that they were the daughters of the great 
but unfortunate duke of Somerfet, uncle to Edward VI. 
However, though he modeftly offers this only as a conjecture, 
yet he brings fuch authorities to fupport it, as nearly amount 
toa proof. It feems the Engli/h biographers have taken no 
notice of thefe three fifters, which has occafioned this diffi- 
culty. They have been much celebrated abroad, as the 
joint writers of four hundred Latin diftichs upon the death 
of the queen of Navarre, Margaret do Valois, fitter to Francis 
the firft, which were tranflated into Greek, French, and Jia- 
lian, and printed at Paris in 1551. under the title of Tom- 
beau de Marguerite de Valois Royne de Navarre. wey 

XVII. Catherine Tifhem, wife of Gualtherus Gruter, bur- 
go-mafter of Antwerp, flourifhed about the middle.of the fix- 
teen century. She was not lefs famous for being the mother 
of the celebrated ‘fames Gruter, a learned philologer, and 
one of the moft indefatigable-writers of his age, than for her 
own learning. ‘* She underftood the Greek language fo per- 
* fedtly, fays Mr. Ballard, that fhe could read Galen in that 
* tongue, which very few phyficians.are able to do.” 

XVIII. ‘ane countefs of Wefmoreland The. eldeft 
daughter of Henry earl of Surry * (beheaded in the life-time 
of his father Thomas duke of Norfolk, Fan. woth, 1546-7) 
and wife to Charles Neville earl of (Vefimoreland. This lady 
is celebrated for her {kill in the Latin and Greeg tongues. . Her 
preceptor was Fox the martyrologift. 

XIX. Elizabeth Dancy—The fecond daughter of fir* Ths- 
mas More. She correfponded withErefmus, who applauds her 
pure Latin ftile, and genteel way .of writing. 

XX. Cecilia Heron—The third and youngeft daughter. of 
fir Thomas More... She was alfo.a correfpondent of Era/mus, 
and a perfect miftrefs of the Latin, ton2ue. 





* One of the beft poets of his time. 
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XXI. Margaret Clement—An ingenious kinfweman of fir 
Thomas More's, and much efteemed for her learning and 
ood fenfe ; for which laft named quality, and for her chafte 
Fe fhe had the commendation of Era/mus, with whom 
fhe likewife correfponded. ' 

XXII. Mary Roper—The youngeft.daughter of the excel- 
lent Margaret Roper, and grand-daughter of fir Thomas More, 
She was much admired for her fkill in the Greek and Latin 
tongues, in both which languages fhe wrote feveral orations.’ 
She alfo tranflated her mother’s Latin verfion of Eufebius’s 
church hiftory into Englifh; likewife part of her grand+fa- 
ther’s expofition of the paffion of our faviour; in which the 
imitated fir Thomas’s ftile very happily. | 

XXIM. Margaret Afcham, wife of the celebrated Rog 
Afcham, preceptor to queen Elizabeth. Of this lady very 
little is faid, mr. Ballard juft takes notice that the wrote an 
epiftle dedicatory prefixed to her husband’s book entitled the 
School-mafter. : Vile 

XXIV. Mary queen of Scotland—who is reported to have 
written a volume of poems on various oceafions, in the La- 
tin, French, and Scotch languages. Alfo the confilation of ber 
long imprifonment, and royal advice to her fon. 1n two books, 
Befides a great number of original letters, of which mr. Bal- 
lard gives an account. 

xv. Blanch Parry—daughter of Henry.Parry, of New- 
court, inthe county of Hereford, efq ; was born in the be- 
ginning of the 16th century, and is here-mentioned on ac- 
count of her tafte for the ftudy of antiquities. 

XXVI. Lady Burleigh—was the eldeft of the celebrated 
daughters of fir Anthony Cooke, and wife to the great Cecil 
lord Burleigh ; fhe was well {killed in the Greek and Latix 
tongues, and took great delight in reading fome of the fa- 
thers, and tranflated a piece of Chry/offome’s out of Greek into 
Englifb. She is alfo celebrated for her exemplary piety and 
charity. : 

XXVII. Lady Bacom—the fecond daughter of fir Anthony: 
Cooke, and wife to the great fir Nichelas Bacon, lord-keeper, 
is celebrated for her piety, virtue and learning. She was 
miftrefs of the Greek, Latin, and Italian tongues ; and tran- 
flated out of the laft mentioned language, into English, twen- 
ty-five fermons wrote by Barnardine Ochine, concerning the 
predcflination and election of God, pubdlifh’d in 8vo. about the 
year 1550. She alfo tranflated, from the Latin, bifhop Fewel’s 
famdus apology for the church of Engéand; a work which 
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gained her great honour. It was printed in 1564, 4to. and 


3600, Iz2mo. | 
XXVIII. Lady Ruffel---was the third daughter of fir An- 


thony Cooke, and wife firft of fic Thomas Hobby, and afterwards 
of Join lord Ruffel, fon and heir to Francis the fecond earl 
of Bedford of that name. This lady underitood the Greet, 
Latin, and French languages. She wrote the infcriptions, in 
Greek, Latin, and Enghfb, upon her fecond husband’s mo- 
nument in Weftminfter-abbey. She tranflated out of French 
into Englifh, a tract called a way of reconciliation of a good and 
learned man, touching the true nature and fubftance of Chrift 
in the facrament. Printed in 1605. 

XXIX. Katharine Killigrew. This lady was the fourth 
daughter of St. Anthony Cooke, and wife of Henry Killigrew, 
efq; a Cornifh gentleman. She was famous for her knowledge 
in the Hebrew, Greek, and Latin tongues, and for her fkill 


in ; 

XXX. Queen Elizabeth. Mr. Ballard givesa copious and 
entertaining account of the literary accomplifhments of this 
great princefs. 

XXXI. Elizabeth ‘Fane Wefton,---lived in queen Elizabe:h’s 
reign, and is celebrated for her poetical performances in the 
Latin tongue. 

XXXII. Lady Arabella Seymour. This lady is often men- 
tioned in the hiftory of England, in the reign of queen Eliza- 
beth, and alfo in that of king ‘James I. to whom fhe was 
nearly related, being his uncle’s daughter. She is faid to have 
poflefled confiderable talents for poetry ; but we are not made 
acquainted with any of her works. 

XXXII. Mary countefs of Pembroke---was fitter to the 
immortal fir Philip Syduey, and wife to Heury earl of Pembroke. 
She is famous for feveral tranflations particularly mentioned 
by our author. Ben Fobn/on’s epitaph on this excellent lady is 
well known. 

XXXIV. Elizabeth countefs of Lincoln,---lived in the time 
of James 1. fhe was the wife of Thomas earl of Lincoln. She 
wrote a {mall tract entitled, The counte/s of Lincoln's nurfery, 
On the advantages of mother’s nurfing their own children. 

XXXV. Ejter Inglis. This lady lived in the. time of 
queen Edizabeth; and is celebrated both for her learning, and 
for,the exquifite finenefs and variety of her writing, with ref- 
peét to the characters: her Calligraphy being the chief thing 
mt. Ballard mentions concerning her, and in truth the ac- 
Count# we have of mrs. Jnglis’s excellence this way, is almof 
lacredible, 
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XXXVI. Lady Elanor Davies,—famous for her preten- 
fions to the gift of prophecy. She lived in the reign of Charles 1. 

XXXVII. Katherine Chidley,----a zealous fanatic and en- 
thufiaft in the time of Charles I. 

XXXVIII. Elizabeth countefs of Bridgwater. Of this lady 
we have here no other account than what is tranfcribed from 
her epitaph, as printed in Chauncey’s antiquities of Hertford- 
foire, and Collins’s peerage ; from a monument in the church 
at ~ in that county. 

XXXIX. Katherine Philips----that excellent poetefs, cele- 
brated under the name of Orinda. 3 

XL. Anne Wharton. A \ady eminent for her excellent ge- 
nius and poetical talent, in the reign of Charles II. She was 
the wife of Thomas Wharton, efq; afterwards marquis of Wharton, 

“XML Margaret dutchefs of Newca/tle; a poetefs and moft 
voluminous writer. 

XLII. Anne countefs of Pembroke. ‘Fhis lady was firft mar- 
ried to Richard earl of Dorfet, who died in 1624. Her fecond 
hufband was Philip earl of Pembroke and Montgomery. She is 
not celebrated as a writer, but as an admirer and judge of 
learning, and a favourer of learned men; and for her works 
of piety and charity. 

XLII: Lady Packington ----wife of fir ‘fohn Packington, 
bart. and daughter ot Thomas lord Coventry, lord-keeper. 
She was born about the middle of the reign of ‘Zames 1. This 
Jéarned and juftly celebrated lady mr. Ballard takes great pains 
tb prove to have been the author of the whole duty of man: and 
he feems to have colle&ted very good authorities for afcribing 
that work to her, togetber with all the other books that are 
taid to be written by the author of the whole duty of man. 

XLV. Anne Killegrew. A celebrated poetefs, contempo- 
rary with mt. Drydes, who has highly commended her. 

XLV. Eiiaabeth Walker. A good and pious woman, born 
in London, in 1623. Her hufband, the rev. dr: Anthony Wal- 
ker, printed the hiftory of her holy life and death, &c. in 8vo. 

1690. She wrote a treatife of religious ‘inftru€tions, for the 
ufe of her two daughters, many fpecimens of which the doctor 
has quoted in his account. 

XLVI. “Anne Baynard. A moft excellent and learned gen- 
tleweman, who died at Barnes, in the county of Surrey, 
in 1697. 

XLVI. Elizabeth Legge *.. Remarkable for her {kill in the 
Latin, Englifh, French, Spanifh, and Irifh tongues, and alfo for 

* Daughter of Eaward Legge, efq; an anceftor of the earl of 
Dartmouth. : 
ef 
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her longevity ; for fhe died towards the latter end of the 17th 
centdty, aged 105 years. 

XLVIII. Lady Gethin,---wife of fir Richard Gethin, of Ge- 
thin-grott, in Ireland, and daughter of fir George Norton, of 
Abbot’s Leigh, in the county of Somerfet, was born in 1676. 
This excellent lady died in her zoth year, and her monument 
is in Weftminfter-Abbey. She left behind her a well-known 
work, which was publifhed foon after, entitled Relique Ge- 
thiniane. It is acolle&tion of ingenious and moral eflays on 
a variety of fubjects. Mr. Congreve has been lavifh in its 

raife. : 
7 XLIX. Lady Halket,---a Scotch lady of great piety and good- 
nefs; who died in a good old age, in 1669, leaving behind 
her a confiderable number of religious tracts. 

L. Lady Mafham. Not lefs celebrated for her valuable 
writings, than for her friendfhip and intimacy with the great 
mr. Locke. ! | 

LI. Sufannah Hopton. ‘This lady is well known on account 
of her reformed devotiens in the antient way of-offices, publifhed 
by the famous dr. Hicks. She was alfo author of other religious 
tracts, and of fome divine poems. 

LIL. Elizabeth Burnet,---the worthy lady of the great bifhop 
Burnet. Her method of devotion is highly efteemed. 

: LI. Lady Chudleigh,---whofe poems and eflays are well 
nown. 

EIV. Honourable mrs. Dudleya North ‘This extriordi- 
nary lady was the daughter of Charles Lord North, of Kirtling, 
‘and baron Grey of Rolleffon. She not only underftood the 


‘original language of the old teftament, but gained a competent 


fhare of knowledge in the whole circle of oriental learning. 
She died in 1712. 

LV. Elizabeth Bland. This gentlewoman was remarkable 
both for her knowledge of the Hebrew language, and for a 
peculiar fkilfulnefs in the writing it. She was born about the 


time of the reftoration of king Charies II. 


LVI. Honourable mrs. AZork,---daughter of the lord Moles . 
worth, and wife of George Adsnk, efg; was the admired auth: r 
of poems and tranflations on feveral occafions, publithed after 
her death, which happened in 1715, by her father, with a 
dedication to her royal highnefs Carolire princefs of Wales. 

LVI. Elizabeth Bury. The account here given of this 
moft admired, learned, and pious lady, is extraéted from her 
diary, publifhed by her hufband the rev. mr. Bary 8vo. 1797. 

LVI. Anne countefs of Winchelfea, a lady well known and 
admired for her poztry. 

K 2 LIX. 
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LIX. Lady Norton,---wife of fir George Norton, of Abbot's 
leigh, in the county of Somerfet. She was mother of lady Ge- 
thin, mentioned article 48; and author of feveral divine and 
moral eflays and meditations. 

LX. Catherine Bovey,---celebrated for her perfon and under- 
ftanding ; but we do not find that fhe was either a linguift or 
writer. Sir Richard Steele dedicated a volume of the [gdy’s 
library to her. 

LXI. Mary Afel,---famous for her controverfial writings in 
the times of dr. Hickes and mr. Norris; to whofe opinions fhe 
was zealoufly attached, in oppofition to mr. Locke and his fol- 
lowers. 

LXII. Conftantia Grierfon,----born in Ireland ; and as mrs, 
Barber, from whom mr. Ballard takes his accouut, judi- 
cioufly remarks, was one of the moft extraordinary women 
that either this age, or perhaps any other, ever produced. She 
died in the year 1733, at the age of 27, and was allowed lon 

before to be an excellent fcholar, not only in Greek and Roman 
literature, but in hiftory, divinity, philofophy, and mathema- 
tics.--- The memoirs of this lady conclude mr. Ballard’s work ; 
to which is added, an index of the names of perfons mentioned 
therein.---Here we fhould alfo put an end to this article; but 
obferving that our induftrious compiler feems fomewhat con- 
cerned that he cculd procure no other materials towards an ac- 
count of mrs, Grierfon, than what he found in mrs. Barber’s 
preface to her poems, we fhall repeat his extra€& concerning 
that lady, and add a circumftance or two from the memoirs of 
another female writer, who was very intimate with mrs. Grier- 
fon, and whofe work mr. Ballard perhaps had not feen. ‘The 
writer we mean, is the late ingenious, tho’ unhappy mrs. 
Pilkington. 

Mrs. Grierfon, * gave, fays mrs. Barber, a proof of her 
knowledge in the Latin tongue, by her dedication of the 
Dublin edition of Tacitus to the lord Carteret, and by that 
of Terence to his fon, to whom fhe likewife wrote a Greek 
epigram. She wrote feveral fine poems in Englifb *, on 
which fhe fet fo little value, that fhe neglected to leave co- 
pies behind her of but very few. 

¢ What makes her character the more remarkable, is, that 
fhe rofe to this eminence in learning merely by the force of 
her own genius, and continual application. She was not only 
happy in a fine imagination, a great memory, an excellent 
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* Mrs. Barber has preferved feveral fpecimens of her talent in 
this way, which are printed with her own poems, 
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underftanding, and an exact judgment, but had all thefe 
crowned by virtue and piety: fhe was too learned to be 
vain, too wife to be conceited, too knowing and too clear- 


¢ fighted to be irreligious. 


‘ If heaven had fpared her life, and bleffed her with health, 
which fhe wanted for fome years before her death, there is good 
reafon to think fhe would have made as great a figure in the 


¢ Jearned world, as any of her fex are recorded to have done. 


. 


¢ As her learning and abilities raifed her above her own fex, 
fo they left her no room to envy any; on the contrary, her 
delight was to fee others excel. She was always ready to 
advife and direét thofe who applied to her, and was herfelf 
willing to be advifed. 

‘So little did fhe value herfelf upon her uncommon excel- 
lencies, that it has often recalled to my mind a fine reflec- 
tion of a French author, That great geniufes fhould be fupe- 
rior to their own abilities. 

‘'T perfuade myfelf that this fhort account of fo extraordi- 
nary a woman, of whom much more might have been faid, 
will not be difagreeable to my readers ; nor can I omit what 
I think is greatly to the lord Carteret’s honour, that when he 
was lord lieutenant of /re/and, he obtained a patent for mr. 
Grterfon, her hufband, to be the king’s printer, and to dif- 
tinguifh and reward her uncommon merit, had her life in- 
ferted in it.? Thus far mrs. Barber. We fhall now fub- 


join mrs. Pi/kington’s account, viz. 


a ef +# e& & & ee Fe he HlUCOMOMOCUCORClCUMeMCUM 


* About two years before this, a young woman (afterwards 
married to mr. Grierfon) of about eighteen years of age, 
was brought to my father *, to be by him inftructed in mid- 
wifry: fhe was miftrefs of Hebrew +, Greek, Latin, and 
French, and underftood the mathematics as well as moftnen: 
and what made thefe extraordinary talents yet more furpriz- 
ing, was, that her parents were poor, illiterate, country 
people: fo that her learning appeared like the gift poured 
out on the apoftles, of {peaking all languages without the 
pains of ftudy; or, like the intuitive knowledge of angels: 
yet inafmuch as the power of miracles is ceafed, we mutt 
allow fhe ufed human means for fuch great and excellent 
acquirements. And yet in a long friendfhip and familiarity 
with her, I could never obtain a fatisfactory account from her 
on this head ; only fhe faid, fhe had received fome little in- 


* Dr. Van Lewen of Dubiin, an eminent phyfician and man- 


midwife, 





+ Herknowledge of the Hebrezw is not mentioned by mrs. Barber, 
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© ftruGtion from the minifter of the parifh, when fhe could 
 fpare time from her needle-work, to which fhe was clofely 
‘ kept by her mother. She wrote elegantly both in verfe and 
« profe, and fome of the moft delightful hours I ever pafled, 
© were in the converfation of this female philofopher. 

* My father readily confented to accept of her as a pupil, 
and gave her a general invitation to his table; fo that fhe and 
I were feldom afunder. My parents were well pleafed with 
our intimacy, as her piety was not inferior to her learning. 
Whether it was owing to her own defire, or the envy of 
thofe who furvived ber, I know not; but of her various and 
beautiful writings, except * ane poem of hers in.mrs. Barber’s 
works, I have never feen any publifhed; it is true, as her 
turn was chiefly to philofophical or divine fubjeéts, they 
might not be agreeable to the prefent tafte; yet could her 
heavenly mufe defcend from its fublime height to the eafy 
epiftolary ftile, and fuit itfelf to my then gay difpofition, as 
may appear by the two following poems.’ But for thefe 
poeins we mult refer the reader to mts. Pilkington’s memoirs, 
as they are only familiar occafional pieces, intended as com- 
pliments to mifs Yan Lewen, probably without the Jeaft thought 
of their ever appearing in print, G 
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Art. xvii. The prefent fate of the Britifh cu/foms, containing, 

I. A table of all the duties at prefent payable on poundage-goods 
imported; fhewing the rates, the grof: and nett amounts of each 
branch of duty, the difcounts allcwed for prompt payment, and 
the total nett duties by Britilh and frrangers. — 

II. 4 table of all the duttes at prefent payable on tonnage-goods 
imported, fhewing in like manner the grofs an@ nett amounts of 
the jeveral branches of duty, the difcounts allowed, and the 
total neit duties to be paid by Britith and /trangers. 

III. A concife. table of drawbacks, forewing what branches and 
parts of branches are repaid on the re-exportation of any goods 
and mercnandizes imported. 

IV. 4 table of duties payable on all goods and merchandizas ex- 
ported; with a lift of goods prohibited to be exported. 

V. Atable of the baunt'es and drawbacks of excife allowed on goods 
of Britith manufadiure and produc? exported, and alfo of the- 


* Tris probable mrs. Pi/éinctoa had not mr:. Barber's book at 
hand when the wrote this paffige, and that the trutted to her me-_ 
mory; which, with regird to this circumftance fuiled her: for fiz 
@-fferent picegs of mrs, Crier/on’s are inferied im shat yolume; 


ere 














































For FEBRUARY, 1753. 135 


premiums allowed on certain fpecies of foreign goods and mer. 
chandize imported. 3 

VI. The appropriation of the feveral branches of the revenue of 
the cuftoms.----Being the only complete fyftem of duties extant. 
Wherein are comprebended all alterations and additions to the 
fefions 1753, and the defeéts of all former books on this fub- 
ject are fupplied, The whole calculated with the utmoft accu- 
racy and precifion, and digefted in fuch a perfpicuous method, 
that the origin of the duties, the method of computation, 
and the total nett duties on every article of goods appear at 
one fingle infpeftion. To which are added, a table of the 
duties on merchandife imported intoFrance; and a compendious 
view of the weights, meafures, coins, and exchange of the chief 
trading cities and countries in Europe. ‘By T. DaniEt, 
late deputy comptroller of the cufloms at Sunderland, and author 
of Duétor Mercatorius. Folio, 172 pages, 108. 6d, 
bound, Cave, 


N the author’s introduction, he affigns the following among 

other reafons for this publication. ‘In order, fays he, to 
* fupply the exigencies of the ftate during the late war, the le- 
‘ giflature found it neceflary to lay feveral new duties upon 
‘ imports, viz. a new duty upon wines and vinegar in 1745, 
‘ a new duty upon glafs in 1746, and in 1747 a duty of twelve- 
* pence in the pound upon all goods and merchandizes import- 
‘ ed, except about five or fix articles; which laft mentioned 
‘ duty, as it is general, fo it is by far the moft confiderable 
© duty which has been laid upon merchandize fince the com- 
* mencement of the prefent century. ‘Thefe additional duties 
* have caufed a general alteration in the total nett duties upon 
‘ foreign goods and merchandize imported, fo that the tables 
* in Crouch’s and Carkeffe’s books are thereby rendered obfo- 
‘ lete, and the duties at prefent payable upon merchandize, 
* collected into nett totals, are now no where to be found. 
* For the information of merchants, and the accommodation 
* of trade, it was therefore become abfolutely neceflary to 
* form a new fet of tables, fuch as is here prefented to the 
* public.” The author proceeds to enumerate various improve- 
ments made by him upon Crouch’s and Carke/fe's plans. 
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Art, xvii1, Remarks on mr. Avifon’s effay on mufical expref. 
fion, wherein the charaéters of jeveral great mafters, both an: 
cient and modern, are refcued from the mifreprefentation of 
the above author; and their real merit afferted and vindi- 
cated. In a letter from a gentleman in London, to bi; 
friend in the country. 12mo. 2s. Robinfon. 7 


r E fhall not trouble our readers with any particulars 

of a controverfy, wherein very few of them might 

think themfelves interefted. Al] we have, therefore, to fay 
of this performance, is, that though the writer appears to be 
a mafter of his fubject, he attacks mr. Avifon with more pe- 
tulance than good manners, and feems to have no notion of 
candor, and genteel altercation. He more than infinuates 
that the eflay on mutfical expreffion is not the produétion of 
mr. Avifon, but of fome abler hand : at leaft with refpect to the 
détion. One thing, however, we could not but particular- 
ly obferve in our remarker, viz. that, tho’ it feems to have 
no great affinity with his fubje&, he takes efpecial care to 
- apprize his readers of his abhorrence of the * Monsrrous 
‘ REBE!,LION againft king CHARLEs the firft, of EvER- 
© BLESSED MEMORY, the BEsT of KINGS, and GREATEST 
$ ENCOUARGER of ARTs and sCIENCES.’ Doubtlefs it is 
of great confequence that the public fhould not be ignorant 
ot our author’s fentiments concerning fo remarkable a period 
in the Engiih hiftory, nor of his opinion of king Charles; 
therefore we have been careful not to let this paflage go un- 


noticéd. G 


ART. x1x, - 4 fpeech made at the enthronement and inftallation 
of the right reverend father in Ged Richard. lord bifhop of 
Durham. By the honourable and reverend Spencer Cowper, 
D. D. Dean of Durham. 4to. 6d. Sandby, &e. 








HE principal part of this oration, contains an eulogium 

on the late worthy bifhop of Durham, dr, Butler; 

with 3 word or two likewife in commemoration of dr, Bea- 
fon. 

© Had the lofs of this our great and good diocefan,’ fays 

the dean, * ftood fingle, it muft have been a great affliGtion to 

all good men, and particularly to them who are interefted in 

the profperity of this diocefe. But this, alas! was by no 

means the cafe. For hardly had we recovered ourfelves of 
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the concern dis death occafioned, but this church received a 
frelh wound in the death of that excellent pre/ate, who had 
for many years been one of its members; and the worthieft 
that this or any other church could boaft of. The late bi- 
fhop of Gloucefter muft ever occur to the memory, where 
the bifhop of Durham is mentioned. There is no praifing the 
one, without tracing out the chief lines that characterife the 
other. Their virtees were the fame: their tempers egually 
mild ; and tho’ the one enjoyed a more vifible cheerfulnefs 
of difpofition, yet the ferenity and calmnefs of the other 
fhewed that bis mind no lefs than the former's was at peace, 
and equally happy in the enjoyment of a pure and unfullied 
conicience. No wonder /o formed for creating a mutual 
efteem, they fhould throughout their lives, be united in the 
ftriéteft bonds of friendfhip: two fuch minds muft unite al- 
moft as foon as meet. They were truly ‘ devely in their 
‘ jives;’ and fuch was the mercy of God to the furvivor, 
that * in their deaths, they were {carce divided.’—My heart 
could diétate much to me on this fad occafion: but it is not 
proper that a private grief fhould intermix with, and darken 
the chearfulnefs due to this prefent folemnity..—The orator 
next proceeds to a refpectful mention of the fucceeding bi- 
fhop ; and concludes with a tribute of praife to his majefly, 
on occafion of this freth inftance of the royal prerogative being 
fo wifely exerted in the choice of the prefent diocefan, 


— 





Art. xx. The complete Englifh fcholar. In three parts, 
Containing a new, fhort, and familiar method of inftructing 
children, and perfecting grown perfons in the Englith tongue, 
and of learning grammar in general, without the help of 
Latin. By James Buchanan. 8vo. 6s. Millar. 


HE author’s defign in this performance is certainly 

a very ufefulone, and though we cannot but think 
that it is far from being executed in a mafterly manner, yet 
the work is not without its fhare of merit, and contains 
fome ufeful hints and juft obfervations. Our readers will not 
expect any extracts from it; nor indeed will it admit of fuch 
as are fufficient to enable them to forma juft idea of it: all 
we fhall do therefore is to lay before them a fhort view of 
what is contained in each of thofe parts of which it con- 

S. 

In his preface, the author lays down that excellent and ra- 
tonal method (as he calls it) of teaching to read by the 
powers 
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powers of the founds, which he thinks is free from the difad. 
vantages that attend the common methods, and fhews that 
teaching boys Englifh grammar before they enter upon the 
ftudy of Latin and Greek, will greatly facilitate the acquifition 
of thefe languages. 

The firft part contains tables of monofyllables, diffyllables, 
&c. methodically ranged, accented, and divided, with great 
variety of leflons on moral and divine fubjeéts, fables, and 
fele& pieces from different parts of the fcriptures, in order 
to give youth a tafte of the fublimity of the fcripture ftile, 
and to excite in their minds a due reverence for the great 
father of the univerfe. 

The fecond part, which makes almoft two thirds of the 
whole, contains a large collection from the Spectator, Tatler, 
Guardian, and Rollin’s method of ftudying the Belles Lettres; 
an abftract of the hiftory of the four monarchies of the world; 
an intrcduétion to the fiudy of geography, with direétions 
for the ufe of the terreftrial globe ; and fome felect pieces of 

etry. 

The third part, which is much the fhorteft, confifting 
only of about eighty pages, is an Englifh grammar in four 
parts, by way of queftion and anfwer. The author treats 
pretty largely of orthography and etymology, though with 
little perfpicuity or accuracy; but as for Syntax and Pro- 
jody, he beitows only about feven pages upon them. 





Art. xxt. The works of John Milton, biforical, political, 
and mifcellaneous. To which is prefixed an account of bis 
life and writings. 4to. 2 vols. 2 guineas bound. Millar. 


HIS edition, the public may be affured, is more cor- 

rect than any formerly printed. The paper and the 
typography, are both very good ; the fize, with refpeét to the 
firft mentioned article is large, and the pages, of which there 
are about 700 in each volume, are very full: fo that this 
quarto edition is far from being a dear one. The pieces have 
been all compared with the originals by the efitor, who has 
teftored a great number of paflages omitted in the folio edi- 
tion ; and to the 2d vol. is now added, * a manifefto of the 
* lord prote@tur of the commor-wealth of Evgland, Scotland, 
© Ireland, &¢. Publithed by advice of his council. _Where- 
€ in is fhewn the reafonablenefs of the caufe of this republic 
¢ againft the depredations of the Spaniards, Written in Latin 


by 
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* by Joun Mitton, and firft publifhed in 1655; tranflated 


¢ into Englifh in 1738.” Cr. 





ona 


‘Mowruty Caratocue, for February 1753. 


Divinity and CONTROVERSY. 


L HE principles and preaching of the methodifts con- 
T fider’'d. Ina letter to the reverend mr. * * * #, 
Syo. 6d. Buckland. 

The intention of this piece is to vindicate the preaching 
of Mr. Whitefield and his followers ; but the author excludes 
the Wefleys and their difciples, with the Moravians, from 
any fhare in the benefit of his recommendation. He writes 
with fome fpirit; but hurts his own caufe by his injudicious 
as well as uncharitable manner of treating all orofeflors of 
chriftianity, who do not fall in with his fect; and alfo by 
his grofs miftakes and inconfiftencies : for de fcarcely afferts 
any thing that he does not afterwards overthrow. With 
regard to himfelf, he feems particularly follicitous to obviate 
an opinion his friends had entertained, that our Letter- 
writer’s intelle&ts had fuffered fome detriment by, or fince, 
his converfion to methodifm ; an opinion which we do not 
imagine the publication of this pamphlet will fo effetually 
remove, as the author may poffibly have flatter’d aa 
that it would. , 

Ii. A ferious addrefs to all fober chriftiams, of every deno- 
mination, amongft proteftant diflenters; efpecially thofe af 
affluent circumftances in town and country, on the impor- 
tant fubje& of a gofpel miniftry. 8vo. 18s. Ofwald. 

The defign of this performance is to reprefent the neceffity 
of a more general concern, and of more effectual meafures, 
for the fuitable fupply of deftitute congregations among the 
diflenters, What the author labours principally to prove is, 
that the grace of God is the moft effential qualification of a 
minifter of the gofpel, and that none but thofe who are born 
again ought to be admitted into the feminaries of learni 
among the diflenters, and affifted in their ftudies for the /a- 
cred office. , 

III. A view of the three fpirits in man, their tendency and 
sifpofition: or, the only way to know one’s felf. By a 
preacher and penitent. 1amo. 1s, Comyns, 

This 
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This fmall treatife is introduced with a fhort catechifm, 4 
few queftions from which, together with the anfwers to them 
will give our readers a juft idea of the whole. 

2, What is man? 4. Man is a fplendid piece of ma. 
chinery, put together and compleated by the great architeg 
of the world, exifting of earth, air, fire, water, and fpirit, 
capable of hearing, feeing, feeling, {melling, and tafting, 
with ideas of thoughts and expreffion. 

2 ‘iow many fpirits are in man? 4. There are three 
{pirits in man, the natural fpirit of life, the fpirit of truth, 
and the fpirit of error. | 

2, Who are the true minifters of Chrift? 4. They who 
‘are called thereto by his holy fpirit, and preach the word 
freely without hire, fee, or reward, Matt. 10. 8. Freely ye 
have received, freely give, Se. 

2. Who are the falfe minifters? 4. A fet of people 
called pious cheats, tythe-mongers,, who devour widaws 
houfes, &c. . 

2. What are the facraments? 4. There is no fuch word 
in all the fcriptures: this new doétrine was ufhered into the 
church by the aforefaid holy deceivers, who make a trade of 
the fcriptures, felling the words of the prophets; Chrift and 
his apoftles for money, of whom the apoftle bears teftimony, 
that through covetoufne/s they, with feigned words, fhall make 
merchandize of you. . 

2. How may I know the true minifters of Chrift? 74. 
The true minifters of Chrift never make a trade of the fcrip- 
tures, neither do they fell the words of God for money, nor 
force a maintenance by law; they know that a gift blindeth 
the eyes, they do not feek after places or benefices, yearly 
falaries, ftipends, or any wordly grandeur, no; freely ‘they 
receive the word, and freely preach it, without ftudying be- 
fore hand what they fhall fay, but it is given to them in the 
fame hour what they fhall fpeak, for it is not them that 
fpeak, but the fpirit of God which fpeaketh in them ; and 
fuch minifters we think worthy of their meat, and are fond 
of their company, Luke 10. 8. &e. ' 

IV. The de:/t triumphant; tranflated chiefly from the 
French of L’Efprit Fort. Wherein atheifm is evidently con- 
futed, beyond all contradi€étion, from fuch folid arguments as 
are obvious to the capacity of the moft unlearned reader 
12mo. 3s. Baldwin. 

As the exiftence of a firff cau/e, poffeffed of infinite power, 
wifdom, and goodnefs, has been demonftrably evinced by {e- 
vera] writers, with a ftrength of reafoning far fuperior to what 
appears 
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rs in this performance, we think it unneceflary to detain 
our readers.with a particular account of it. A 

V. Curfory animadverfins upon free and candid difquifi- 
tions, <2¢. ‘Tending to clear up and explain the neceflity of a 
review of the liturgy. 8vo. 1s, Payne. 

In this piece our author animadverts with fome feverity 
upon the free and candid difquifitions, the authors of which, 
he fays, have omitted to explain what fhould have been the 
main article in their plan, wz. what is the form in which 
chriftians ought to pray ? 

As our liturgy he apprehends, is not conformable to fcrip- 
ture, in the moft effential point, wiz. the objec? of worfbip, 
he confiders it in the three following refpeéts; 1ft. as to the. 
length of it; 2dly, as to its being eafy to be underftood by 
perfons of all capacities; and jdly, as to the object of 

rayer. 

After fhewing that there are many unneceflary repetitions 
in our liturgy, and that feveral parts of it are unintelligible, 
he proceeds to prove, and as far as we are able to judge does 
it very clearly, that all prayer ought to be offered up to 
God, even the father, in the alone name and mediation of 
Jefus Chrift, and that no prayers fhould be addrefled to the 
fon or holy fpirit. R 

VI. A defence of the late lord Bolingbroke’s letters, &e. 
By M. Voltaire, tranflated from the French. 8vo. is. 
Nour fe, 

The original of this fmall piece, which confifts only of 
about twenty pages, was publifhed under a fictitious name, 
and, befides fome extravagant praifes of the late lord Boling- 
broke, and fome fneers at religion, contains nothing that me- 
ritsa particular account. ‘There is annexed to it the Diatriba 
of doctor Akakia, a fatyrical piece againft mr. Moupertuis. B 

VII. Chriftianity and deifm ftated. By a Layman, 8vo. 
2s, 6d. Griffiths. 

This piece was drawn up, as we are told in the preface, 
with a view to confirm the author in the chriftian faith, by 
laying together in one view fome of the principal arguments 
in fupport of it. It confifts chiefly of citations and proofs 
taken from the works of different authors, who have written 
in defence of chriftianity, and may be of fome fervice to 
thofe who are defirous of having a general view of the ob- 
Jections urged by deifts againft the chriftian religion, and the 
anfwers to them. ii. 

VL. Serious and Sriendly letters to a deifte tame 64d, 

vington, 
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‘The author’s defign in thefe letters, which are written fy 
a candid, plain, and fenfible manner, is to bring together jp 
one fhort view fome of the moft weighty and affecting argy. 
ments for the chriftian religion, and to apply them to the 
reafon and confciences of deifts. 

IX. Some reflections upon the feventh, eigth, and ninth 
verfes of the fecond chapter of Genefis ; wherein the opinions 
of the late ingenious dr. Adiddleton. (as far as that patflage ig 
concerned) and of the learned author of the Originals, é%, 
(in refpect to a particular part of it) are occafionally conf. 
dered. 8vo. 38. few’d. Rivington. 

As few of our readers, it may be fairly prefumed, ate fond 
of dry criticifms on the Hebrew language ; or of a tedious mul- 
tiplicity of words where but little inftruction is conveyed, we 
fhall not detain them with a particular account of this per- 
formance. : 

X. A fcheme offered tq the confideration of the public; 
which, if countenanced and encouraged, will not only pro 
mote and invigorate the execution of the laws now extant, 
againft the breaking and profaning of the chriffian fabbath, or 
Lord’s day, but fuch encouragement will be naturally pro- 
duétive of proper ways and means to apply to the legiflature 
for fuch fupplimentary additions and amendments to thofe laws, 
that will make that very important affair much more exten- 
fively efficacious to a vilible reformation. By a member of 
the church of England. 8vo. 6d. G. Griffiths, in Poppings- 
alley, Fleet-/treet. 

- This fmall piece appears to be written with a good 
defign, and relates to an affair that well deferves the conlide- 
ration ef the public. Z. 


MisceLLANFous. 


XI. The Tuter, or youth's companion, being a fele& collec» 
tion of qucflions and anfwers on the moft important fubjedts, 
ic. 8vo. 1s. Cooper. | 

‘This is chiefly compiled from an old book of no value, en- 
titled, a new help to difcourfe. 

XI. No way more delightful than the conjugal. 8vo. 6d. 
Cooper. 

A defence of matrimony, from prudential confiderations, 
and views of conveniency ; and by arguments intended to 
prove, that no ftate can admit of fucha variety of felicity i 
nay, that the very delizhts men feek in the enjoyment of pro- 

{titutes, 
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Qitutes, are to be found in at leaft equal degrees in the con- 
ate. 

je The female apothecary deprived of her office, or a dofe of 
French phyfic to de ladies. ‘Tranflated from the French. 12mo, 
6d. Wakelin. 

For this filly ftory, fee Review, vol. V. p. 70. where it 
appears under the title of the artful lover. 

XIV. The whole duty of a woman. Byala Written at 
the defire of a noble lord.AAr2mo. 2s. Baldwin. 

- An imitation of the economy of human life, and printed in 
the fame ftile; 7. ¢. a few fhort lines in the page, and a large 
difproportionate margin. — 

XV. The adventures of Davip Simp ce. Vol. III. and laf. 
12mo0, 38. Aiflar. 

The authorof David Simple has in the two firft volumes, 
carried him through many difappointments to his defired port. 
He fought a faithful friend, and a moft amiable and faithful 
companion ; he found both: the Aiffory of his /earch there- 
fore was naturally at an end. But our author was willing to 
exemplify the behaviour of a man endowed with fuch a turn 
of mind as David Simple, in the natural and common diftrefles 
of this world, to illuftrate that well known obfervation, ‘ that 
« the attainment of our wifhes is but too often the beginning 
© of our forrows.’ And farther to fhew, that in a fociety 
united by well-directed affections, and a fimilitude of mind, in 
which not one individtal has a felfith view, or a fingle with 
that is not conducive to the good and happinefs of the whole, 
every evil may be leffened and alleviated ; fo that chearful po- 
verty may become almoft the envy of many that are called the 
rich and great.---This defign the author confefles, might as 
well have been executed by raifing up a new fet of company 
of the fame turn of mind, and giving them new names; and 
by this pretended piece of novelty, the readers who feek for 
fuch food only, would have been more gratified: but our au- 
thor, who, no lefs than her own David, would on all occae 
fions chufe to purfue the unaffected fimplicity fhe has a defire 
to recommend, and who detefts ajl fallacy and impofture, is 
willing to introduce to her readers their old friends, with 
whom, if they were once pleafed by them, they will undoubt- 
edly not be difpleafed to renew their former acquaintance. 
Vide the PreFacce. 

XVI. The polite gamefter ; or, the humours af whiff. A dra- 
Matic fatire, 2s acted every day at /Vhure’s, and other coffee- 
houfes and aflemblics. Svo 6d. Ca:per. 


ti Ht Julie of Jleury Sialdriy "Lay, 
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This is a new edition of a pamphlet publifhed a few years ago} 
it is intended asa fatire upon Hoy/e, author of the treatifes on 
whift, and other games; and alfo upon gaming in general, 

XVII. 4 fcheme for a new Pustic ADVERTISER, witha 
lift of the prefent fubfcribers. Folio, 3d. Printed for Juftice 
Fail-paper, in Arrow-ftreet, and fold by Benj. Brobdignag, in 
Pater-nofter-row. 

Ttis intended to ridicule mr. Fie/ding, and others; whoare faid to 
be concerned in a daily news-paper, entitled the public advertifer. 

XVIII. An attempt to reconcile all differences between the 
prefent fellows and licenciates of the royal college of phyficians 
in London: in which are laid down the grievances complained 
of by the licenciates ; a propofal to redrefs thofe grievances ; 
with fome refleétions on the faid propofal. 8vo. 3d. Payne 
near the Meu/e gate. 

The grievances complained of by the /:cenciates, are, That 
they are not permitted to be prefent at the comttia majora, while 
the bufinefs of the college is tranfa@ting ; that they are excluded 
from all offices of honour and truft in the faid college, and even 
the capacity of being elected into any fuch offices ; and that 
a large fine has been exacted from, and paid by them towards 
the fupport of the college, ----although they are not allowed to 
enjoy the privileges and rights of that corporation, as mem- 
bers thereof. 

The propofal offered for redreffing the /centiates is, ‘* That 
for the future the number of fellows fhall be four/core, and that 
all fellowfhips that fhall happen to be vacant on every St. Luke’s 
day, fhall be filled up out of the commonalty *, on the fame 
or fome other day.”* The author has added fome reflections 
on this propofal, which make the bulk of the pamphlet. 

XIX. Philofophical Tranfaétions, N°. 497. being an ap- 
pendix to thofe for the year 1750. 4to. 3s. Davis. 

This appendix contains a colle€tion of feveral papers (57 in 
number) laid before the royal fociety, concerning the earthquaces 
felt in England and fome neighbouring countries in the yeaf 
1750. Alfo the general title and index to the forty-fixth vo- 
lume of thefe Tranfaétion:. 

XX. The Beaurigs of the SPECTATORS, TATLERSs 
and GuaroiAns, conneéted and digefted under alphabetical 
heads. 2 vols. r2mo. 5s. Tonfon, &c. 

It is not, we apprehend, neceflary for us to fay much con- 
cerning this article. ‘The anonymous editor has neither pres 


* There are but two orders of men in the college, f/Jows and 
Acemiates, by the latter muit be meant the commonalty. 
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face of advertifement, nor does in any way mection his mo- 
tive for publifhing fuch a colletion, (tho it is aot difficult to 

cfs at it) or what he means by the beauties, &e. However 
we fuppofe they-are fuch of the papers as he thought the beft : 
but the reader will hardly have a very exalted idea of that 

ffon’s tafte or difcernment, who has not given the true titles 
of the works he has taken upon him to abridge. We have 
feen the SPECTATOR, the TaTLER, and the GUARDIAN ; 
but do not remember to have before heard of theSpECTATORS, 
the TATLERs, and GUARDIANS, except when apprentices 
and children have talked of the books here underftood. 

XXI. The gentleman, tradefman, and traveller’s pocket~- 
library: containing, 

1. A fhort fyftem of geography. 

. The political hiftory of Europe. 
. A view of the conftitution of Great Britain. 
. A lift of the hvufe of peers. 
5. Of fuperfcriptions and forms of addrefs. 
6. A lift of the places at court, with their refpective falaries. 
z A defcription of England. 
. The moft remarkable curiofities in Great Britain and 
Treland. 

9. Adefcription of London, with a lift of the companies. 

10. The poftage of letters to and from the general and 
penny-poft office. 

11. Rates of hackney-coachmen, chairmen, carmen, and 
watermen. 

12. The hiftory and rationale of the ftocks or public funds. 

13, Forms of receipts, notes, inland and foreign bills of 
exchange, &c. 

14. Law-forms of general ufe. 

15. The weight and value of foreign gold and filver coin. 

16, Of the knowledge of mankind. 

17. The prices of the different w6Pks of bricklayers, mafons, 
Carpenters, joiners, carvers, plumbers, flaters, painters, plaif- 
terers, paviours, and {miths. 

_ 18. Of the management of horfes, particularly when on a 
journey, and receipts for curing the difeafes to which they 
are fubjeét. 

19. A lift of the ftage-coaches and carriers in Great Britain. 

20. Direétions for thofe who travel into foreign countries, 
with dialogues in feveral European \anguages for their ufe. 

21. Some account of the principal curiofities in Europe, 
Afia, Africa, and America. 

By a gentleman of the bank of England. 
Vor. VIII. L 
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To which are added, correé? tables for the ufe of all who 
are concerned in trade and bufinefs. By ¥. Barrow, author of 
Navigatio Britannica. {\luftrated with fix maps, by E. Bowen, 
geographer to his majefty. 12mo. 3s. Newbery. 

XXII. The gentleman's farriery: or a practical treatife on 
the difeafes of Horfes; wherein the beft writers on that fub- 
jeét have been confulted, and m. /a Foffe’s method of trepan- 
ning glandered horfes is particularly confidered and improved : 
alfo a new invented method of nicking horfes is recommended, 
with a copper-plate and defcription. By ‘7. Bartlet; furgeon. 
Svo. 4s. Nour/e. | 

As far as we can pretend to judge on this fubje&t, mr. Bart- 
let has here publifhed a very judicious and ufeful compendium 
of directions for the management aud cure of the diforders in- 
cident to that moft noble and ineftimable animal the horfe. 

XXIII. Mifcellaneous thoughts, moral and political. 8yo. 
6d. Willock. ' 

The author of this piece has thrown out many juft fenti- 
ments on feveral of the principal branches of morality ; but he 
has not clothed them to very great advantage, for he feems to 
be a much better man than writer. He is of opinion, that the 


late act of parliament for fupprefling houfes of ill fame, has a» 


tendericy to produce bad effects, by introducing worfe crimes 
than that chiefly aimed at by the faid act. 

XXIV. The zameffer, a true ftory, on.which the new 
tragedy of that name isfounded. ‘T'ranflated from the Italian. 
Svo. Od, Reeve. 

XXV. The GAmEsTER, a tragedy, as it is acted at the 
theatre ia Drury-lane. 8vo. 1s. Od. Franklin. 


We owe this performance to mg. Edward Moore, author of, 


the fables for the FEMALe Sex. He has borrowed the plan 
of this tragedy, wirh almoft all its charaéters and incidents, 
from the /talian ttory publifhed as above ; but has adapted the 
whole to our own country, our own times, and (we are forry 
he had fo much foundation for it) to our own vices. 

Tho’ he has rejeed the ufual cuftom of writing tragedy in 
blank verfe, yet he has juftly fucceeded in profe; having 
wrought up the fentiments, dialogue, and diftrefs, in fuch a 
manner as to move the paffions extremely; and therefore we 
do not wonder that this play bath been acted with fuch genuine 
applaufe. “The moral intended, is to infpire us with an ab- 
horrence of exceffive gaming. 


We fhall not {cruple to add, that if our author has been the 


eccafion of faving a fingle perfon from that deftruétion which 
is 
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is the natural attendant of this vice, he deferves more honou™ . 
and praife tan he would have gained from the wife and the 
good by writing a finer piece, finifhed according to the niceft 
rules of criticifm, and embellifhed with all the flowers of poetry. 


PoLiticaAL and CoMMERCIAL, &e. 


XXVI. Reficétions on the expediency of opening the Trade te 
Turkey. Huymbly offered to public confideration. By 
fincere well-wifber to the trade and profperity of Great Britain: 
8vo, 3d. Trye. 

As far as we are able to judge, this well-written, tho’ fmall 
piece, deferves to be read and duly confidered by all who are 
concerned in the fubject it treats of ; a fubje&t of great impor- 
tance to the trading intereft of this nation, The great prin- 
ciple the ingenious author fets' out with, is, ** That the aims . 
of an exclufive company can never coincide with the welfare 
ofthe public; inafmuch as monopolifts, eftablifhed by law, are 
thereby fecured from rivals, fo that their particular interefts 
confift in felling as dear as they can; whereas the intereft of 
private adventurers is to fell as cheap as they can, in order to 

et cuftom by rivalling each other. ‘I’hus the public is bene- 
ted by emulation, as it promotes the circulation of labour 
and univerfal plenty ;----but is hurt by monopolifis, who are a 
check to induftry, tothe circulating of labour at home, and the 
exportation of it abroad ; and whofe only view, whatever may 
be pretended, is to facrifice the general intereft of the kingdom 
to that of a few individuals.” 

XXVII. Its a going: or a perfpective view of that perni- 
cious practice of auctions. Addrefled to the fair trader, 8vo. 
6d. Reeve. 

This per/pedtive view, is a kind of dramatic reprefentation . 
of an auction; in which the author exhibits the auctioneer 
with aknot of puffers, and other interefted people, as a pack of 
cheats; and the purchafers as their dupes. The pamphlet is . 
not without humour, and is intended as a general fatire on 
all auctions. 

XXVIII. An enquiry into the caufes of the prefent high 
Price of Mufcovada fugars ; with fome remedies humbly pro- 
poled for a grievance fo confiderable. Ina letter toa mem- 
ber of parliament. S8vo. 4d. Cooper. 

This fmalt piece appears to be the work of a perfon inti- 
mately acquainted with the fubjeét ; which is a mater of no 


Hemuderable confequence to the trading intereft of this na- 
n, 
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XXIX. The advantages of the revolution illuftrated, by a 
view of the prefent ftate of Great Britain. 4! na letter to a 
member of parliament. By G— B——, efq; 8vo. 15, 
Owen. | 

This author enumerates the many improvements that have 
been made in every part of the Briii/h dominions, fince the 
revolution, and afcrides them all to that happy event. He 
has an appendix, wherein, from calculations of the national 
wealth, he draws this conclufion, ‘* That his majefty’s fub- 
je€ts and dominions are not only more profperous and flourifh- 
ing thant any other in Europe, but, with refpect to their abi- 
lities, pay the leaft taxes.” 

XXX. A modeft defence of the army. By a foldier. In an- 
{wer to a late pamphlet, entitled, ‘* A treatife concerning the 
militia.”’ 

This pamphlet is fenfibly and genteelly written, and deferves 
to be ferioufly confidered by all admirers of lord Middlefex’s 
{cheme for a national militia; of which fee an extract, Re- 
view, vol. VI. p. 90, feq. ) 

XXXII. An expofition of the motives, founded upon the uni- 
verfally received laws of nations, which have determined the 
king (of Pruffia) upon the repeated inftances of his fubjeds 
trading by fea, to lay an attachment upon the capital funds 
which his majefty had promifed to reimburfe to the fubjects of 
Great Britain, in virtue of the treaties of peace of Breflau and 
Drefden; and fo procure an indemnity to his fubjects, out of 
the faid capital, for the lofles which they have fuftained by the 
depredaticns and violences committed on them by Engli/h Pri- 
vateers on the high feas. In French and Englifh, with the me- 
morial prefented by m. AM/ichel, fecretary of the embafly ‘of his 
majefty the king of Pruffia. 2s. Raymond. 

As every news-paper has been filled with extracts from, and 
reafonings upon this piece, there is no occafion for our faying 
any thing of it. 

XXXII. The duke of Newca/tle’s letter, by his majefty’s 
order, to monf. AZichell, the king of Pruffia’s fecretary of the 
embafly, in anfwer to the memorial and other papers delivered 
by monf. Michell to the duke of Newcaff/e, on the 24d of Ne 
vember and 13th of December aft. Publifhed by authority, oY 
Ed. Owen. 4to. 1s. 

See alfo the public papers, for this as well as the preceding 
article. ” 

XXXII. A colleétion of white and black Lists: or a view 
of tofe gentlemen who have given their votes in parliament 

for and againjt the proteftant religion and fucceflion, and - 
trace 
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trade and liberties of their country ; ever fince the glorious re- 
qilution, to the happy acceffion of king George. To whichis 
added, a lift of the lords lieutenant, privy council, lords fpi- 
ritual and temporal, and commons, in the parliament of /re- 
land, to December 11.1750. 12mo0. 1s. Builer, 

XXXIV. A review of the manufacturers complaints againtt 
the wool-grower. Part I. Wherein the pitch and tar-marks, 
the excefs, the injury, and their re(peciive remedies are con- 
fidered minutely. By the author of memorrs of Wool. 8vo. 1s. 
Ofvorn, &c. 

Mr. Smith, the author of memoirs of wool, is fo univerfally 
acknowledged to be intimately acquainted with the fubje@ 
here treated of, that his reputation is fufficient to recommend 
this pamphlet to the confideration of every Briton, whofe in- 
tereft or curiofity may prompt him to turn his thoughts to- 
wards this important branch of our trade and manufactures. 
For the complaints of the manufaéturers, in oppofition to which 
mr. Smith now writes, fee our Review for September laft, where 
the reader will find an extra&t of that pamphlet. We fhould 
have given this gentleman the fame mark of diftinction; 
but for two reafons, which we hope will fufficiently apologize 
forour not doing fo. The firff is, that at this feafon of 
the year we are crouded with publications, fo that many 
articles muft pafs without extracts; for which in the fummer 
and autumn months we could afford more ample room. The 
fecond, that this affair of the wool feems likely to create a con- 
troverfy, which we are neither well qualified to judge of, nor 
inclined to beftow any confiderable fhare of our attention upon. 
We fhall however continue to apprize our readers of every 
thing that may appear on the fubject. 

XXXV. An abftraé of the treatife on diamonds and pearls : 
By which its ufefulnefs to all who are any ways interefted in 
thofe jewels, will fufficiently appear ; and therefore addrefled 
to the nobility and gentry of this kingdom, and to the traders 
in jewels, and manufaéturers cf diamonds.: ‘To which is added, 
a particular account of the French king’s large brilliant dia- 
mond, together with fome remarks upon it; and a coppers 
plate containing two draughts of its fhape, expanfion and 
depth, when rough and wrought; and another relative to the 
former. By the author of that treatife” 8vo. 6d. Baldwin. 

In our Review, vol. II. the reader will find an account of 
the treatife on diamonds, &&c. of which the above abftraé@t is 
now publifhed ; with the appendix, which relates to the fa- 
Mous governor Pirts’s diamond, This jewel, our author af- 
fures us, he is well informed was fold to the duke of Orleans, 
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©n account of the French king, about the year 1717, for 
125,000]; but he undertakes to make it appear that even at 
this time, when the value of diamonds is decreafed, if the 
one now in queftion were more perfetly manufactured, it 
would be worth 169,000 |. 

XXXVI. A propofal for making an effeQual provifion for 
the Poor, for amending their morals, and for rendering them 
ufeful members of the fociety. TI’o which is added, a Pray 
of the buildings propofed, with proper elevations, drawn by 
an eminent hand. By Henry Fielding, efq; 8vo. 25 
Millar. . 

Mr. Fielding’s method for anfwering the important pur- 
pofes mentioned in the title page, is by the eredtion of a 
county work-houfe; the appointments and _ regulation of 
which he has alfo very judicioufly fketched out. This per- 
formance is highly worthy the confideration of every well- 
wifher to the good order and profperity of our country. 

XXXVI. The Oxfordfhire contef?: or the whole contro- 
verfy between the old and new intereft. Containing great 
variety of wit, humour, and argument; letters, fongs, &c, 
impartially co!leéted, and digefted in proper order. Many of 
which have been induftrioufly handed about by the gentlemen 
on both fides of the queftion ; and are now publifhed by par- 
ticular defire; 8vo. 18s. Owen. 

XXXVI. A probable fcheme for putting a final flop to the 
diftemper amcng the horned cattle, and preventing the ruin of far- 
mers while it continues, Jn a letter to a member of parltament, 
Bvo. 6d. Cooper, 

As far as we can take upon us to judge in a matter of which 
we cannot pretend to have hed much experimental knowledge, 
and of which no certain judgment can be formed but from 
experience, this little tract dclerves the ferious confideration of 
all thofe for whofe more immeciate ufe it was intended, in ofr 
der to put an end (as far as human means can avail) to an evil 
that has affi:éted this nation for fo many years ; and which, in 
fome degree or othér, mutt affect all ranks and profeffions in 
the kingdom. The author defpairs of doing this by the help 
of medicines, but thinks great advantages might arife, were the 
Jaw for killing and burying the fick cattle effeé?ually executed 5 
but with certain alterations which he propofes. He has alfo 
iome judicious obfervations on the one mile claufe; which, tho’ 
well defigned, feems to him to tend rather to deftroy than 
fave the cattle. : 


XXXIX, The 
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POETICAL. 

XXXIX. Ame tir, ou le Duc de Foix, tragedie de M. 
deVoLTAIRE. 8vo. 18. 6d. Wilfonand Durham. 

XL. The Hitirap, an epic poem, book I, writ- 
ten by mr. SMART, with notes variorum, &c. 4to 25, 
Newbery. | 

In this humorous but abufive performance, the author 
whom we are forry to fee fo deeply engaged in fuch: dirty 
work) fuppofes that the account of his poems publifhed in the 
Review for Auguf? laft, was written by dr. Hi/l; and on that 
fcore we alfo are honoured with his very re/ped?ful notice, in 
what he calls * an accurate ftate of the account between mr. 
¢ Smart and the Infpeéfor.’ As we therefore may be thought 
in fome meafure parties concerned, it will not be expected 
that we fhould enlarge upon this article. —Befides, with regard 
to the altercations between thefe very civil gentlemen, we have 
already given our own fentiments, in thofe of the ingenious ~ 
author of the geefe fiript of their quills, See the laft Review, 
Art. XI. of the Monruiy CATALOGUE. 

XLI. The Smartiad. A futire,: occafioned by the 
Hilliad. Folio, 6d. “Fob. | 
_ Ajumble of mere nonfenfe. 

XLII. The Spefacles. A tale. Tranflated from the French 
of la Fontaine. sto. 6d. Gortnge. 

A fmutty joke, in very bad verfe. 

XLII. The upper gallery. A poem. 4to. 64. 

An old pamphet, new vamp’d. 

XLIV. Eliza to Comus. An epiftle. In imitation of mr, 
Pope’s Elvifa to Abelard. By Charles Auguftine Lea, efg; 
4to. 6d. Bouquet. 

From the following fpecimen, our readers, we are inclined 
tobelieve, will join with us in thinking, that it was indifcreet 
inmr. Lea, to put us in mind of mr. Pope, on this occafion. 

* When happy mortals lofe their cares in fleep, 
‘ I wretched wake, and painful vigils keep, 
© ‘To hold communication fad with woe, 


* Tho’ whifiling winds blow loud, and falls the /now.’ 
Single SERMONS fince our Jaft. 


Br: Markham’s, at the confecration of the bifhop of 
Gloucefter, Dec. 10th, 1752. At Lambeth ehapel. 
80. Od. Rivington, 
’ 2. Mr. Richardfon's, at St. Thomas’s, Southwark, for the 
Cnent of the charity ¢hildren, Gravel-lane. Preach’d Jan. 
uit, 1753} Svo, 4d. Buckland. 
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3. Dr. Parker's, at Oxford, before the univerfity, Sune 
11th, 1752, being the anniverfary of the king’s acceffion. 
Svo. 6d. Rivington. 

A fermon preached to a large congregation in the coun- 
try, on Friday ‘fan. sth, 1753. Being the day diftinguith’d 
in the almanacks for this prefent year, by the title of old 
Chrifimas-day. By the vicar of the parifh. 8vo.. 6d, 
Millar. 

This fermon breathes fuch a fpirit of primitive plainnefs 
and honefty, is fo well calculated to cure the common peo- 
ple of their fuperiiitious regard to holidays, and contains fo 
honeft an apology for the vicar’s complying with feveral 
things in our ecclefiaftical conflitution that he does not ap- 
prove of, that we cannot but recommend it to the perufal of 
our readers. : . Re. 

5. Dr. Blackett’s, before the houfe of commons, Fan, 
30th, 1753. 4to. 6d. H.S. Cox. 

6. Mr. Walker’s ; explaining and recommending the true 
chriftian worfhip, preached at the opening of the new chapel 
in Wakefield, Yorkfrire, Nov. 1, 1752. 8vo. 6d. Grif- 

ths. 
A 9. Dr. Fenner’s, in Lambeth-chapel, at the confecration of 
the bifhop of St. David's. “Fan, 28, 1753: 8vo. 64. 
Birt. 

In this fermon dr. ‘fenner introduces a fketch of the cha- 
racters of the late bifhops of Gloucefter and Durham. See alfo 
dean Cowper’s fpeech, p. 136. 

8. Mr. Randolph’s, at the parifh church of Deal, O€. 
15th, 1752. Publifhed at the requeft of the mayor and cor- 
poration. 8vo. 6d. Rivington. 

In the preface to this fhort difcourfe, which, even wi 
the help of quotations from the /earned Athanafius, &c. {carce 
makes feventeen pages, +’e are told that it was never intend- 
ed for the perufal of the public; and indeed it is abfolutely 
unworthy of it. Mr. Randolph’s defign in it is to fhew, 
againft the author of the letter to the mayor and corporation 
of Deal, in relation to their opinion on the Trinity, that 
when our Saviour denies his knowledge of the day of judg- 
ment, he fpeaks only in relation to his human nature ; an in- 
terpretation highly abfurd, and which refiedis the greateft dif- 
honour on the Saviour of mankind. 

9. Dr. Free’s, at the Temple church, Jan. 30th, 1753. con- 
cerning the reafon and neceffity for written laws, and the power 
and qualifications of thofe who wrote them. 8vo. 6d. Hodges. 
ART» 
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Ant. xxit. The Silk-worm: @ poem in two books. By M. 
Hieronymus Vida. Trenflated into Englith verfe. By the 
reverend Samuel Pullein, of Trinity-college, Dublin. A. M. 


Svo. Large paper 4s. Dodfley. 


HE poetical character of Vida is fo well known to the 

learned and elegant, that it were {uperfluous, and even 
afluming in us, to fay any thing of this Latin poem, which is 
printed with mr. Pudlen’s tranflation of it; who, in his 
fhort preface, obferves, ‘ that though Virgil’s Georgic on 
¢ bees may have more grandeur and colouring in it than this, 
‘ yet Vida has adhered more ftriétly to his fubject, and given 
‘ more accurate and true in{tructions ; and adds, very pret- 
‘ tily, that Virgil’s was naturally a more active and flowery 
¢ fubjeét, and Vida’s fo ftill and fe§dentary, that it required b, 
‘ great art to give it vigour and motion.’ As the ingenious 
tranflator was for uniting the utile & dulce here, he profeffes 
that the ufefulnefs of the fubjeét, which feems peculiarly now — 
to merit the care of the Britif> nation, was not his leaft induce- 
ment to tranflate the poem. ‘This he executes in a man- 
ner that has entertained us agreeably; but as various readers 
of the belles lettres have a diverfity of tafte, we fhall. fele& a 
paflage or two to fubmit to their judgment, giving the Latin 
text, for thofe who have not read Vida, to compare with the 
tranflation, which is dedicated to the princefs of Wales, as the 
original was to a princefs of the houfe of Efe. 

The defcription of the worms forming their balls, and in- 
clofing themfelves in the molds, from whence they are to 
emerge in a different form, is very poetically defcriptive, and 
the tranflation correfpondently beautiful. 





But come, the thriving race appears at length 
Of age mature and full confirm’d in ftrength, 
The fubftance of the filky twine within 
Tranfparent glitters thro’ the tumid fkin ; 
Replete with food the bufy tribes prepare 
For work, and vig’rous raife their necks in air, 


Jamque age, jam grandes fetus, jam ducitur ztas 
Uliima, turgenti filum tralucet in alvo 
Omnibus, accingunt alacres operique parant fe. 
eabula jam fature fugiunt: nova querere regna 
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Oft roll their eyes around, and turn their heads 
In fearch of branches whence to ftretch their threads ; 
Swing pendant frem the fhelves, or coafting roam 
To change for other feats their native home: 
Mean time your bufy maids their manfions wreath 
With fprigs of leaflefs broom and barren heath, 
And now, fwift gliding down the pliant rods, 
Your wand’ring clans would leave their old abodes, 
Did not your pitying girls, with gentle hands, 
Colleét and oft replace th’ unfettled bands, 

And fix the ftronger fort, for toil mature, 

Amidft the branchy fence to work fecure ; 

While others, yet unripe, are ftill withheld 

Till time has ev’ry natal taint expell’d, 

And the clear fkin, thro’ ev’ry winding fold, 
Tranfparent fhines with threads of ductile gold: 
So from the vine when rip’ning clufters draw 
Their firft imperfe& juice opaque and raw, 

Time rarifies the cloud, the fap refines, 

‘Till pure and bright the yellow nectar fhines. 
Then all your flocks forfake their antient ftalls, 
And fpread laborious thro’ their wicker halls, 


Ardor agit: tollunt oculcs, arreétaque terga. 
Omnia veltigant late loca, ficubi rami 

Arbutei, per quos fua poflint tendere fila ; 
Atque novis prifcos cupiunt mutare penates, 

Ec tabula extremis pendentes fedibus hzrenr, 
‘Tum famulz properare, omnes provifa parare 
Sarmenta, & tleriles teQis inferre geniflas. 
Jamque ill antiquas fedes fupera ardua linquane, 
Argue nova hofpitia invadant, per vimina lenta 
‘ Demiffe, nifi fuccurrat nuruum ociils omnis 
Hinc atque inde manus, durum miferata laborem. 
Ipfe nam manibus fecernunt grandia natu 
Corpora jxm matura operi, jamque apta labori ; 
Per ramofque locant arentcs agmina denfa. 
Summotas alias arcent, dum funditus omnes 
Corporexe excedant labés, ac, temporis orbe 
Perfecto, fua cuique dies exemerit omnem 

Alvi infincerz illaviem, purumque relinquat 
Lanicium, & fili.tralucens fimplicis aurum. 

Sic ubi mitefcunt pendentes vitibus uve, 
Paulatim liquor ille intus rarefcit, & aureus 
Accedit color, elucent puriffima mutta. 

Tum demum tabulis paffim farmenta relictis 
Complérunt omnes, perque atria virgia lave 
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There from their mouths difcharge the precious hoard 


Of golden woof, which length of time had ftor’d : 


From branch to branch extends the glitt’ring twine, 


And round and round returns the mazy line ; 
Forward and back a thoufand times they tread, 
A thoufand ways direét the fubtle thread, 

Till thick’ning orb in orb the texture holds 

The willing pris’ner circled in its folds : 

So freely is the price of glory paid, 

Such thirft of fame attends the golden trade : 


Exercentur, & effundunt quefita per evum 
Stamina, ditis opes uteri, fufpenfaque denfos 

Fifa regunt inter ramos, atque ordine ducunt. 
Mille legunt releguntque vias, atque orbibus orbes 
Agglomerant, cco donec fe carcere claudant 
Sponte fua: tanta eft edendi gloria fili. 


155 


The epifode, in the fecond book, of Venus going to Pluto, 
to intreat the reftoration of the lives of her filk-worms, which 
the cupids had undefignedly overfet and killed in her abfence; 
is very delightful and elegant ; but rather too long for infert- 
ing here. . The amazement of the animals at firft findi 
themfelves no longer reptiles, but volatiles; and their fuppofed 
remembrance of their former ftate is prettily imagined and 
happily expreft. But we chufe to conclude this article with 
the defcription of the manufaCturing filk, the purpofe te 
which we may fuppofe providence appropriated the infeét. 


And now the fhining threads your girls employ, 
A lengthy labour, yet a tafk of joy. 
Continu’d till the fun’s reviving fire 
Has furnifh’d Thisbe’s groves with frefh attire : 
The balis in boiling ftreams they firft fubdue, 
And from the fuming cauldron wind the clwe ; 
Unnumber’d threads the circling wheel combines, 
While num’rous fingers loofe th’ entangled lines ; 


Tum vero lxtas exercent fila puellas: 
Haud brevis hic labor, exhaufti cur nil fatis unquam, 
Dum redeat moro atton'x nova vere juventus. 
Folliculos primum domitant ferventibus undis ; 
Filaque devolvunt nigris fumantia ahenis : 
Tum cursente rota torquent, esdemqee retorquent, 
S.amineque implicito cura eft diffalvere nodos. 
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Thus twifted o’er and o’er they laft aflume 

Their final beauty from the lab’ring loom : 

To this nice art experienc’d dames fucceed, 

The warp thick ranging in the crevis’d reed ; 
From fide to fide the reftlefs fhuttle fies, 

And in its race the binding woof fupplies ; 

Be'ow th’alternate feet refponfive move, 

And turning pullies prattle fhrill above : 

Reftlefs they ftrive, and foothing fongs, the while, 
With foft deceit the loit’ring night beguile ; 

Or fadly-pleafing tales amufe their ears, 

‘The fate of lovers, and their fruitlefs cares. 

Nor moves the loom with artifice confin’d, 

Nor gives its works of one unvary’d kind ; 

Now the fmooth woof a glofly furface fpreads, 
Now fwells in fofter fleece of downy threads ; 

A various fcene the fhifted warp combines, 

Here mix’d with flow’rs the pliant ivy twines, 
Boughs bend with fruit, and waving woods appear, 
Meads, lawns, and {porting kids, and flying deer. 
Hence flows the fubtle veil which o'er the fair 
Spreads its thin cloud, and wraps her braided hair ; 
Or fhades her face when dufty winds prevail, 

And guards that beauty which it can’t conceal. 
Sometimes the wond’rous pow’r of fhade and light 
With magic luftre mocks the doubting fight, 
While fickle colours, as they change their place, 
Fade, and revive, and catch a diff’rent grace. 





Hinc vocat extremum tandem textura Iaborem, 
Intenduntque nurus difcretas pectine telas 
Multifido, radiifque fonantibus intertexunt, 

a€tantes dextra levaque fequentia fila ; 
Alternifque fuus pedibus labor additus, atque 
Defuper acta gemit tereti rota garrula nervo. 
Nec mora; certantes properant, falluntque laborem 
Aut cantu, aut veneris cure narrantur inanes. 
Ne¢ modus eft fimplex texendi, nec genas unum 
Telarum: nunc rafa vides, & laevia texta ; 
Nunc pexis, leviterque attonfis mollia villis, 
Quinetiam varios tenui fubtegmine pingunt 
Nexilibu; flores hederis, fylvafque virentes, 
Pomaque, graminaque, & cervos, capreafq; fugaees. 
Adde, velut nebulas tenues, velamina textu 
Rara, quibus matres crines & tempora velant, 
In templifque Deaim prohibent a pulvére vultus. 
Vidi etiam varium qu mutant texta colorem, 
Eluduntque oculos, ut difcolor aura refulfit. 
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Art. xx111. Pogms. Laura, or the complaint. Ode on the 
power of mufi:. The valetudinarian. On the death of bis 
royal bighne/s the late prince bi Wales. By a gentleman of 
Cambridge.* 4to. 1s. Whifton and White. 


HIS gentleman has been careful to alleviate, at leaft, an 
T objection that muft be very obvious to the greater part 
of thefe poems, from very many of the fentiments, and not 
a little of the exprefs di€tion, being taken from mr. Pope, by 
telling us in his preface, that ¢ if feoard has been had at all to the 
‘ manner of any particular author, it is to that of mr. Pope,” 
But we are apprehenfive, that moft who are acquainted with 
that poet’s mafterly and pathetic epiftle from Eilcifa to Abelard, 
will think, that throughout Lauzra’s complaint, the imitation 
of it is too continual, literal, and fervile, to be termed a re- 

rd to his manner only. And tho’ this writer is no bad verfi- 
fier on the whole, and has fome good lines, even where the 
different circumftance of Laura neceffarily obliged him to fay 
fome things different from what Eivifa juftly could, yet the 
purfuit feems too clofe for a writer of much original genius ; 
but if he is young, he has had the judgment to felect two ex- 
cellent models for forming what he has, and may arrive at 
confiderable improvement: for which there is room. ‘The 
complaint begins as follows : 


Ye deep embowering fhades, and filent cells, 
Where penfive penitence obfcurely dwells ; 

Ye rugged rocks, ye ftreams that ever flow, 
Still as my tears, and conftant as my woe ; 

O hear mé mourn; receive a wretched maid, 
Here taught by love, and here by love betray’d ; 
Through all your folitary fcenes [ rove, 

_ © A prey to grief, to ficknefs, and to love, 

‘ Ah! beauteous fcenes, in vain ye bloom around, 
In vain ye fmile, with vernal glories crown’d ; 
Tho’ gentle zephyrs fan your waving bowers, 
And breathe perfumes from all your opening flowers; 
‘ Nor opening flowers, nor gentle zephyrs charm, 
* Nor beauteous {cenes a grief like mine difarm. 

* Fade every flower, and languifh every fenfe; 
* Ye have no f{weets for falien innocence.’ 


a & 8 «4 7 ~ «a 


The ode on the power of mufic turns on the ftory of Arion, 
and is not unpoetical; and tho’ by no means fo excellent or 
humerofe as the two celebrated ones by Dryden and Pope, it 


ir pnarnict, _ 
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does not feem inferior to a modern one printed fome years. 
fince with theirs, a circumftance not very judicioufly feleGed. 

The Valetudinarian, or addre(s to health, was intended to 
refemble Milton’s manner. It is in the fame meafure indced, 
but we fubmit it to deeper critics, whether the poet will be ac- 
quitted of impropriety, for imploring the goddefs of health, not, 
only to reftore his, but to add to it a delightful rural recefs, 
and the faculty of foft and heroic ve:fe befides, which laft have 
been thought at the difpofal of Pharbus and the mufes. 

The death even of princes feems too trite a fubject for a 


genius of great elegance to meddle with. The following lines, . 


where the reader will be conttantly reminded of the charming: 
verfes to the memory of an unfortunate lady, are not ill ap- 
plied to the civil merit of our late amiable prince : 


¢ What tho’ thy tomb no martial trophy boaitts, 

‘ For ravag’d nations, and for flaughter’d hotts ; 

* What tho’ no crouching captives frown ia ftone, 

* And, bound beneath thy fistue, feem to groan; 

* Yer fhall, where’er thy peaceful afhes fleep, 

‘ The friends of Britain, and of Freedom weep. 

* Each peaceful virtue fhall thy grave furround, 

* And mufing filence watch the holy ground. 
‘ There too the mufe her choiceft wreaths thall bring, - *' 
‘ There to thy foul her foothing reguiem fing ; 

* There to thy fame with generous labour raife 

* The time-defying pyramid of praife, 


In the conclafion, which immediately follows, tho’ the fen- 
timents are common, the principles are loyal and juft. 





Art. xxiv. Te lives of the poets of Great Britain and Ireland, 

rom Chaucer to the prefent time. Compiled from ample mate- 

rials, feattered im a Variety of books ; efpectally From the ma- 

nufcripts of the late ingenious mr.Coxeter, and others, colleéted 

for this defign. By mr. Cibber and other hands. 12mo. 
4 vols. Griffiths. 


HIS werk is publifhed in weekly numbers, at 6. each, 

containing 72 very full pages: a great quantity in pro- 
portion to the price; fo that if the execution be but anfwer- 
able, the work may be pronounced very cheap, as well as ufe- 
ful and entertaining: but of the latter we cannot take upon us to 
judge from the numbers already publifhed. As yet the com- 
pilers have little elfe to do but to follow their predeceffors in 
the fame tract, (for they proceed chronologically, or accord- 
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ing to the order of time in which the feveral poets lived) be- 
ing come no lower down than to the time of king Charles I. 
They have publifhed four numbers; in which are contained 
the lives of Chaucer, Langland, Gower, Lydgate, Harding, 
Skelton, Barclay, fir Thomas Moore, the earl of Surry, fir Tho- 
mas Wyat, Sacvtlle lord Dorfet, Churchyard, ‘John Heywood, 
Ferrers, fir Philip Sydney, Marloe, Green, Spenfer, fafper 
Heywood, Lilly, fir Thomas Overbury, Marftcn, Shakefpeare, 
Syluefter, Daniel, Harrington, Decker, Beaumont and Fletcher, 
Lodge, fir Fobn Davies, Goff, Greville \ord Brooke, Day, 
fir Walter Raleigh, dr. Donne, Drayton, Corbet, Fairfax, 
Randolph, Chapman, Ben ‘fobnfon, Carew, fit Henry Wotton, 
Markham, T. Heywood, Cartwright, Sandys, lord Falkland. 

Of all thefe, we have already feen the lives in former com- 
pilations of this kind; therefore it may be prefumed the merit 
of the prefent undertaking will beft appear from the accounts 
we are to expect of our more modern poets, as Hill, Thomfon, 
Hughes, Pope, Swift, &c. &c. of whom very imperfect ac- 
counts, or none at all, have yet been given us. 

As feveral hands are employed in this work, fo the execu- 
tion already appears chequered with fome variety of ftile and 
turn of thinking. Our compilers are not very {paring of their 
own obfervations and reflexions; of which we fhall give the 
following fpecimens, to fhew their manner of writing. 

After mentioning the intended bounty of queen Elizabeth 
tothe celebrated Spencer, which we are told the lord-treafu- 
rer Burleigh intercepted, the writer of this life thus goes on, 
ina kind of enthufiaftical veneration of the poet. ‘* As mif- 
* fortunes have the molt influence on elegant and polifhed 
* minds, fo it is no wonder that Spencer was much deprefled 
* by the cold reception he met with from the great; a cir- 
* cumftance which not a little detraéts from the merit of the 
* minifters then in power: for I know not if all the poli- 
* tical tranfa€tions of Burleigh, are fufficient to counterba- 
* lance the infamy affixed on his name, by profecuting re- 
* fentment againft diftrefled merit, and keeping him who was 
* the ornament of the times, as much diftant as poffible from 

* the approach of competence. Thefe difcouragements 
* greatly funk our author’s fpirit ; and accordingly we find 
* him pouring out his heart in complaints of fuch injurious 
* and undeferved treatment.’ 

In Marloe’s life, after quoting the harth teftimony of An- 
thony Wood againft the morals of this poet; whom /Voed re- 
prefente 2s an epicure, an atheift, a blufphemer of the holy 
trinity, Gc. our compiler has the following remark. * For 


~~, - 
—_——_-« 4 
- = 


‘my 










































lg a A wo 
c ——— of 









on fees e & @ oaena 


160 Th MONTHLY REVIEW, 


my part, fays he, I am willing to fulpend my judgmentof 
this poet’s character, till I mee: with fome other teflamony 
of his having thus heinoufly offended againft his God, ang 
againft the beft and moft amia‘le religion that ever 
or can be ; Marloe might poffibly be inctined to free-thinks 
ing, without running the unhappy Jengths that cod tells ug 
it was reported he had done.. We have many initances of 
characters being too lightly taken up on report, and 
mifreprefented through a miftaken credulity ; efpecially 
againit a man who may happen to differ from us in fome 
{peculative points, wherein cach party however, may think 
himfelf orthodox: the good dr. Clarke himfelf has been 
as ill-(poken of as Wood fpeaks of Marloes.’ | 
Their account of fir Philip Sidney’s Doble behaviour, af. 


ter he had received his death’s wound, to a common foldier 
in equal diftrc{s ; is as follows. 
c 


“nr worennaneaeneae 
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- paffing along by the reft of the army 
where his uncle the * general was, and being faint with 
excefs of bleeding, he called for drink, which was prefent- 
ly brought him; but as he was putting the botile to his 
mouth, he faw a poor foldier curried along, who had been 
wounded at the fame time, wiflifully cafting up his eyes at 
the bottle ; whereupon fir PAi/ip took it from his own mouth 
before he drank, and delivered it to the poor man, with 
thefe words, ** thy neceflity is yet greater than mine ;”’ and 
when he had affifted this poor ‘oldier and fellow {ufferer; 
as he called him, ‘he was prefently carried to Arnheim, 
where the principal furgeons of the camp attended him. 
¢ This generous behaviour of ouy gallant knight, ought 
not to pafs without a panegyric. All his deeds of bravery; 
his politenefs, his learning, and courtly accomplifhments; 
do not reflect fo much honour upon him, as this one difin- 
terefted, truly heroic action: It difcovered fo tender and | 
benevolent a nature ; a mind fo fortified againft pain; 4 
heart fo over flowing with generous fentiments, to relieves 
in Oppofition to the violent call of his own necefiities, a poor 
man languifhing in the fame diftrefs, before himfelf ; that.as 
none can read it without the higheft admiration of .the 
wounded hero, fo none [ hope will think me extravagant 
in thus endeavouring to extol it. Bravery is often conftitu- 
tional: fame may be the motive to feats of arms ; a ftatef- 
man and a courtier may act from intereft; but a facrifice 
fo. generous as this, can be made by none but thofe who 
are good as well as great, who are noble-minded, and glo 
rioully compaffionate, like Sydney.’ G 





* Earl of Leicefter. 








